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Current Topics. 


WE ARE INFoRMED that the report of the Inspector-General 
in Company Liquidation, which was noticed in some of 
Thursday’s evening papers, has been recalled for revision. 





Ir wrt be seen from the notice which we print elsewhere that 
certain inscribed stocks of British Guiana have been added to the 
category of trustee investments, and that the Government of 
British Honduras have taken the necessary steps towomply with 
the conditions prescribed under the Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 





Tuk REPLY of the Attorney-General to the question asked b 
Mr. Remnant in the House of Commons on the 10th ult., whi 
was not given until after the close of the session, has given rise 
to a misapprehension. The Attorney-General says that: ‘the 
system of compulsory registration has been in full force in London 
only since July last,” and it has been that the three 
years mentioned in section 20 (8) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
only began to run from the lst of July last. The sub-section 
referred to, however, provides that “in any case no further 
order shall be made under this section until the expiration of 
three years from the making of the first order.” 





A vrarr order has been published, and is at elsewhere 
relating to the fees payable in proceedings before an official 
referee. The amounts remain the same as before, and vary 
according as the reference is in London or Middlesex, or in the 
country. In the former case the fee is 10s, an hour; in the 


‘latter there is a fixed fee of £5 with further fees if the reference 


extends beyond two days and fees for each night the referee is 


absent from London. ut whereas formerly. the fees were not 
payable until the report of the result of the reference, there is 


now to be yg payment of £1 on entering the case 
for ‘trial, which will credited subsequently against the 
hearing fee, but will in no case be repaid, and all further fees 
are to be payable in advance by the party having the conduct 
of the case from day to day as the case proceeds. Apparently 
the new order is intended to take the place of the corresponding 
part of the Supreme Court Fees Order, 1884, but the draft does 


not expressly state this. 
19 
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Tue RrEPorT recently issued by the Land Transfer Office and 
the draft order as to fees which has been published pursuant to 
the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and which we print elsewhere, 
seem to indicate a certain vacillation in the official mind as to 
the best means of bringing landowners and solicitors to a proper 
state of mind with regard to registration of absolute titles. The 
registrar, it will be remembered, suggested in his report a scheme 
under which a possessory title registered after a sale should be 
transformed at the end of two years into an absolute title. 
Whether anything more is to be heard of this we cannot say. 
To judge from the inherent difficulties of the scheme, we should 
imagine not, although we hope that the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society will keep their eyes open as to the 
matter. But the draft rules contain a new expedient for 
mitigating the burden of the expense of registration 
with an absolute title. No reduction is to be made in the 
amount of the fees, but a payment of part of them is to be 
deferred and is to be added to the fees payable on subsequent 
<a either for transfers for value or for registration of 
charges. Thus, to take the case of land of the value of £1,000, 
the fee now payable for registration with an absolute title is £9 ; 
of this only £2 is to be paid on delivery of the application, and 
the remainder is, at the request of the applicant, and unless the 
registrar in his discretion determines the contrary, to be noted 
on the register as deferred, and is to be defrayed in the manner 
just stated. Thus the immediate payment will be less than 
that required on land of the same value for registration 
with a possessory title—namely, £3—and the first registered 
proprietor, by selling the land, will pass on the liability for the 
rest to his successors. Moreover, the fees of conveyancing 
counsel and any costs or expenses incurred by the registry, 
which under the existing rules are payable by the applicant in 
addition to the ordinary fees, are in future to be borne by the 
registry. The scheme is not open to the objections incident to 
tae registrar’s former suggestions for resuscitating the registry, 
and it may be admitted to be a very plausible bid for popular 
favour. Moreover, the immediate gain to solicitors, if there 
were any extensive registration of absolute titles, would be 
considerable. Solicitors, however, have not in this controversy 
been actuated by their own private interests, and the proposed 
change does not touch the objections upon which the opposition 
to compulsory registration is based. 





Tue prart Land Transfer Rules also provide for the difficulty 
which has arisen with respect to the registration of lands held 
for charitable uses. Under section 68 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1875, trustees of land with a power of sale are entitled to 
apply to be registered as proprietors provided they obtain the 
consent of the person (if any) whose consent is required to the 
exercise of the power of sale. Trustees of charity lands, how- 
ever, are not trustees with a power of sale with consent in the 
ordinary sense. Their right of sale is governed by section 294 
of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1855, and this provides that they 
shall not sell otherwise than subject to the sanctions therein 
specified, one of them being the approval of the Charity 
Commissioners. The practical mode of adjusting this 
section to the requirements of section 68 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, is, of course, to treat the charity trustees 
as trustees who have a power of sale with the consent of the 
Charity Commissioners ; but the commissioners have taken the 
view that their approval is not a mere consent, but is the source 
of the trustees’ power of sale. Consequently they have refused 
to give a consent under section 68 for the purpose of enabling 
the trustees to be registered, and hitherto charity trustees have 
been unable to go upon the register, and have been unable, 
therefore, within the compulsory area, to obtain a legal title upon 
a purchase (see letter in 46 Soricrrors’ Journat, p. 797). The 
difficulty is met in the draft rules by the simple expedient of 
providing that the trustees are, for the purposes of section 68 of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1875, to be deemed to be trustees of the 
land with a power of sale; and the Charity Commissioners are 
to be deemed to be persons whose consent is required to the 
exercise of the power of sale. Provision is also made regulating 
the registration of the Official Trustee of Charity Lands as pro- 





prietor in cases where land is vested in him. 


and thirdly, in respect of clubs. In the first part of the Act, the 
welfare of children, which has received so much attention from 
the Legislature in recent years, is further considered ; and a 
person found drunk while having charge of a child under 
seven years of age is rendered liable to a heavier punishment 
that such person would have been liable to if-no child had 
been in his or her charge. A man or a woman, whose wife or 
husband is an habitual drunkard, may obtain from a court of 
summary jurisdiction an order which has the force of a decree 
of judicial separation. But, with regard to drunkenness, the 
most remarkable provisions are those which forbid an habitual 
drunkard to purchase or obtain any sort of intoxicating liq uor 
for a period of three years from the making of an order by the 
court. If, during that period, he does purchase or obtain, or 
attempt to purchase or obtain, any liquor, he is liable to a 
penalty; and any licensed person who knowingly sells or 
supplies any liquor to such a person is also liable to a penalty. 
It is very doubtful how this drastic provision will work in 
practice. It will be easy enough to carry it out in villages and 
small places, but with regard to the publican, it will be very 
difficult to enforce it in London and other very large towns. The 
second part of the Act abolishes the indorsing of convictions on a 
publican’s licence, and introduces a new procedure, by which 
every conviction of a licensed person, as such, is registered ; and 
the register is to be laid before the justices at licensing sessions, 





THE Most important provision, however, of this second part is 
probably that which brings “ grocers’ licences” under the 
‘‘ unqualified discretion ” of the licensing justices. ‘There is an 
exception in favour of any person who held such a licence on the 
25th of June, 1902, it being provided that the justices shall not 
refuse such person a licence except on certain well-defined grounds, 
which may be roughly described as misconduct. This excep- 
tion creates a purely personal privilege, which does not extend 
beyond the life of the person, so that justices will have the 
power to gradually put down such licences altogether, as these 
privileged persons die off. There will probably be difficulty in 
applying this provision to the case of existing companies with 
many branches. In these cases the licences are usually held 
nominally by some officer of the company. ‘The question at 
once arises, is this officer the “‘ person,” or is the company the 
“person,” to whom the privilege extends? If the former 
is the person protected, his opportunities for demanding 
increases of salary will be prodigious! If the latter, 
then in the case of a company the privilege is permanent. 
Important as are these changes in the law, still more remark- 
able changes are found in the third part of the Act, which 
provides for the registration of clubs. This part applies to any 
club which habitually uses any premises for the purposes of a 
club, and in which any intoxicating liquor is supplied to members 
or their guests. It, therefore, concerns not only the ordinary 
social club, but such clubs as golf clubs, where the members 
have aclub-house or pavilion in which they lunch. In such 
clubs no difficulty will probably arise with regard to regular 
members, but difficulty may be looked for with regard 
to the friends of members, or temporary members. We 
believe it is common for members of golf clubs to 
have power to give tickets for a day to their friends. Sucha 
ticket gives the friend all the privileges of a member for that 
one day, including the right to purchase his food and drink at 
the club-house. But this arrangement will have to be very 
carefully considered by clubs now, for one of the grounds on 
which a club may be struck off the register is that persons are 
habitually admitted as members without an interval of at least 
forty-eight hours between nomination and admission. The 
secretary of a club is the person responsible for registering, and 
he has the month of January, 1903, in which to register. It is 
probably almost superfluous, but, ez abundanti cautela, we would 
warn every secretary of any sort of club to make himself 


Jan. 3, 1903. 


Turis wEEK there has come into operation an Act, the 
Licensing Act, 1902, which will enforce its provisions on the 
public notice more strongly than any change which has been made 
in the licensing law for many years. Changes are made in 
three important directions—first, in the power to deal with the 
offence of drunkenness ; secondly, in the general law of licensing; 
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acquainted with the provisions of this Act with the least possible 
delay. 





A CORRESPONDENT raises an interesting question as to the 
form of the affidavit which has to be filed on renewal of registra- 
Section 11 of the Bills of Sale 
Act, 1878, requires that the affidavit shall state inter alia that 
the bill of sale is still a ‘‘ subsisting security.”” These words 
were obviously suggested by the fact that the vast majority of 
bills of sale are given by way of mortgage, and so long as no 
distinction was drawn between these and absolute bills of sale, 
the description of the latter also as “‘ securities,” although not 
very happy, could do no harm. Butunder the Act of 1882 bills 
of sale given by way of security for the payment of money are 
put in a class by themselves and are subjected to very rigorous 
requirements. It is important, therefore, that a bill of sale, not 
really within the later Act, should not incur any suspicion that 
it is a mere security for money. Our correspondent suggests 
that this may be the result of filing an affidavit on renewal of 
registration in which the bill of sale is described as being, in the 
words of the statute, a subsisting security. He asks whether, 
if the affidavit is made in this form, the absolute bill of sale 
may not be open to the remark that it is a mortgage bill of sale, 
and hence in the wrong form. It is to be observed, however, 
that the bills of sale to which the Act of 1882 applies are bills 
of sale given ‘‘by way of security for money,” and the state- 
ment that a bill of sale is a subsisting security does not expressly 
bring it within these words. Moreover, the word “security,” 
though it ordinarily implies security for payment of money, must, 
for the purposes ofsection 11 ot theAct.of 1878, be taken to have 
ameaning co-extensive with the nature of the bills of sale to which 
the Act applies—that is, it must apply both to absolute and to 
mortgage bills of sale. When the bill of sale is absolute, but the 
grantor remains in possession, the title of the grantee depends 
entirely on the bill of sale, and the meaning of the affidavit is 
that the bill of sale is still a security for that title. But whether 
this is the best explanation or not, it is clear that the words of 
section 11 ought to be followed, and we can hardly think that 
the court would, on the mere ground that the statutory words had 
been used, go behind the facts and hold that an absolute bil! of 
sale was, by force of some admission implied by the words, a 
mortgage bill of sale and so within the Act of 1882. 





Tue case of Roberts v. The Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway Co., which came before Mr. Justice Swrnvrey Eapy 
on the 19th ult., is a striking instance of the discomfort which 
may be caused by undertakings of a public nature—a discom- 
fort for which there is possibly no remedy. It was an applica- 
tion by the plaintiff for an interim injunction to restrain the 
defendants from carrying on during the night the work of con- 
structing a station. It appeared that the plaintiff was the 
lessee of premises in Haverstock Hill which were contiguous to 
the place where the defendants were constructing their Belsize- 
park station. The plaintiff alleged that a steam crane was 
working day and night continuously for the purpose of hauling 
out excavated material and letting down material for the con- 
struction of the station, and that the noise was a great nuisance, 
the crane being worked within a few feet of his bedroom. 
The defendants on their part contended that the work was 
done in the exercise of their statutory powers; that 
it was absolutely necessary for them to work day and 
night; and that, the nuisance having been authorized by Act 
of Parliament, the plaintiff’s remedy, if any, was to apply for 
compensation under the Lands Clauses Acts. In the result, the 

ned judge refused to grant the injunction; directing the 
motions to stand over till the trial, but ordering, in consideration 
of the urgency of the case, that the hearing of the action should 
be expedited. We do not, of course, mean to say anything as to 
the case which is sub judice; but we may remark that while 
Ruisances by noise during the day are often distressing enough, 
noises which disturb, or prevent, sleep at night are much more 
Serious. It is at least as important that the nervous system 
of those who inhabit towns should be kept in order as 
that of those who pass their lives in the country. It may 
be conceded that in the present state of the law those 





who suffer during the day from the noise and traffic 
of a public highway are without remedy and are compelled 
to suffer a private hardship for the public benefit. But if the 
noise of a public thoroughfare was subject to no diminution 
during the night there would be a general cry for the interven- 
tion of the Legislature. Letters which have recently been 
published relating to motor-cars and traction engines support 
this proposition. The case of land excavated for a railway 
station in the midst of inhabited houses is one which cannot be 
dealt with satisfactorily by the common law. The true remedy 
is for the Parliamentary committee which decides whether 
the promoters should obtain the powers necessary for their 
undertaking to consider, first, whether it is reasonably necessary 
that works involving noise and disturbance should be done by 
night, and if this question is answered in the affirmative, what 
compensation should be paid to the lessee or occupier annoyed 
thereby. 





PERIODICALLY, spasmodic efforts are made to bring home 
conviction to the public mind that our county court system is 
still far from perfect and needs thorough revision at the hands 
of the Legislature. The latest of these efforts is in the form 
of a special article, published ,in the Zimes, on the 27th of 
December last, and communieated by a well-informed corre- 
spondent, who travels over oft-trodden ground, and indicates 
many defects in county court jurisdiction and practice which 
might advantageously be remedied. Many of the matters noticed 
by him have frequently been alluded to in these columns. 
Amongst them we would again suggest, as we have often 
previously done, that the present pecuniary limit of county court 
jurisdiction should, in common law cases at all events, be 
increased, and that actions for defamation and breach of promise 
of marriage should no longer be excluded from the original 
jurisdiction of the county courts. Whether, at present, any- 
thing could advantageously be accomplished in the direction of 
an enlarged county court equitable jurisdiction is, we are 
inclined to think, very doubtful, since any such reform, to be 
really efficient and beneficial to suitors, would obviously 
necessitate the introduction of a much more complete 
and elaborate machinery for chamber practice than is at 
present possessed by the county courts. As regards the fees 
payable in the county courts, these ought, in our — to be 
altogether readjusted, and ares ge diminished in certain 
instances. It may be suggested also that, where through 
serious illness a county court. judge is obliged to appoint a 
deputy to fulfil the judicial’ duties, such deputy should, for a 
given time at all events, be remunerated by the Treasury, and 
not, as at present, out of the pocket of the judge himself, and 
that fifteen years’ service on the county court bench should, 
ipso facto, confer a right to a pension not exceeding two-thirds of 
the yearly salary received by the judge. At present no county 
court judge has any right to a pension, though it is provided 
by section 24 of the County Courts Act, 1888, that “it shall be 
lawful for the Lord Chancellor from time to time, on a petition 
presented to him for that purpose, to recommend to the Treasury 
that there shall be paid out of the Consolidated Fund to any 
judge who shall be afflicted with some permanent infirmity 
disabling him from the due execution of his office, and who 
shall be desirous of resigning the same, an annuity . . . 
for the term of his life, not exceeding two-thirds of the yearly 
salary.” 





A PARAGRAPH in a contemporary shews what has been the 
practical result of the litigation in Solicitor to the Treasury v. Lewis 
(1902, 2 Ch. 812), in which Srreuine, J., decided against the 
validity of a gift made in contemplation of death for the 5 
of giving effect to an informal testamentary document. rs. 
Dasu, who died at Bristol in January, 1899, left property the 
bulk of which was represented by a banker’s deposit note for 
£30,000. Mr. Lxzwis, who managed her estate for her, 
urged her to make a will, but to this she objected and 
instead he wrote out on her instructions a memorandum by 
which the whole was given to him on condition that he woul 
settle up her affairs and see to her burial and give certain 
specified sums to charities. She handed to him the deposit 
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note, intimating that he would know what to do with it 
in the event of her death. Apparently Mrs. Dasn died 
without leaving any next-of-kin, on the Treasury intervened 
and claimed the property from Mr. Lewis. Against that 

tleman’s integrity there was no suspicion, but Sriruine, J., 
held that the gift of the deposit note was not a valid donatio 
mortis causd on the ground that the donor had no intention of 
parting with the control of the property during her life. The 
result was that the Treasury Solicitor obtained judgment to 
recover the whole of the lady’s property, but it seems 
that the Treasury, acting on the usual rule not to enforce its 
strict legal rights in such cases, has granted to the various 
charitable institutions which she intended to benefit two-thirds 
of the sums given to them in the memorandum. The matter 
has been concluded by a presentation of silver plate to Mr. 
Lewis at Bristol this week by the charities concerned in recog- 
nition of his services. 





A RATHER unusual proceeding was taken against a railway 
company on the 26th of December. The North-Eastern Railway 
Co. were summoned under the Weights and Measures Act, 1889, 
for selling coal which, having been duly weighed by an inspector 
of weights and measures, was found to be of less weight than 
that set out in the weight ticket. For the defence it was urged 
that the station-master who sold the coal sold it as agent of the 
colliery from which the coal came. It was stated that the rail- 
way company allowed their servants to sell coal on behalf of the 
colliery, and provided storage accommodation for the coal in con- 
sideration of getting the carriage of it. It does not appear that 
any reference was made to the fact that it is ultra vires of a rail- 
way company to work a colliery and to sell coal, unless there is 
any provision in their special Acts enabling them to do so. In 
any case the fact that a railway company has no power to enter 
into a contract for the sale of coal would scarcely exempt them, 
if they entered into such a contract, from liability to summary 

ings under the Weights and Measures Act, 1889. The 
Justices held that the company were responsible, but notice of 


appeal has been given. 








Personal Estate and Perpetuities. 


Tue recent decision of Farwett, J., in Re Bowles (51 W.R. 125; 
1902, 2 Ch. 650, forbids the extension to personal estate 
of the two-fold rule against perpetuities which is in operation 
with regard to real estate. The early lawyers do not seem to 
have concerned themselves directly with the principle of public 
policy which prohibits the tying up of property for an indefinite 
period, but they attained the same result by means of the fancied 

of the law to a double possibility. A remainder 
might well be limited to take effect upon the occurrence of a 
common possibility; but if to this a further possibility was added, 
this was a double possibility which the legal mind, with all its 
medizeval subtlety, declined to contemplate. Such a double 
possibility was involved in the limitation of a remainder to the 
unborn child of an unborn person, and hence the remainder 
was void. But the rule, although foupded upon reasoning 
which will not bear examination, h a useful effect in 
restraining the withdrawal of property from the possibility of 
alienation, and it was natural that in course of time an attempt 
should be made to refer it to this principle. Thus Fearne, in 
dealing with the case of a limitation of lands in succession, first 
to a person in csse for life, and then to his unborn children, and 
afterwards in turn to their children, says that the last remainder 
is void upon the ground that “any limitation in future or by 
way of remainler of lands of inheritance, which in its 
nature tends t a perpetuity .. . is by our courts 
considered as void in its creation” (Contingent Remainders, 
p- 502). In fact, however, the courts had by this time found it 


necemary to devise 4 rule dealing directly with perpetuities, in 
order to restrain the undue effect of executory devises and 
shifting uses; and, so far as public policy is concerned, it would 
have been quite sufficient to have dropped the old rule against 

itations to unborn children of unborn persons, and to have 


. 


settled in Cadell v. Palmer (1 Ol. & F. 372), and under which 
limitations are restricted to lives in being with a further period 
of twenty-one years. 

Hence there arose the controversy which was finally deter. 
mined in Whitby v. Mitchell (38 W. R. 337, 44 Ch. D. 85), whether 
the new rule had not in fact displaced the old one, so that, as it 
was argued by Lewis (Treatise on Perpetuities, p. 420), “q 
limitation may be made to an unborn person for life, with 
remainder to the unborn child or other issue of uch 
person, provided the birth of the issue entitled under the 
ulterior remainder be limited to take place within the period of lives 
in being and twenty-one years.” But however reasonable this 
remodelling of the law might be, the original rule had become 
too firmly established as an absolute rule to be overthrown, 
and this view was taken when the question ultimately came up 
for judicial decision. In Whitby v. Mitchell the joint effect of a 
settlement with a power of appointment, and an exercise of the 
power, was to create limitations which were void according 
to the old rule, but which, nevertheless, were within 
the limits allowed by the modern rule against perpetuities. The 
Court of Appeal found the explicit statement of the old rule by 
many authorities to be too strong a declaration of the recognized 
law to be set aside, and it was decided that the rule against a 


was an existing rule of law operating quite independently of the 
rule against perpetuities. ‘‘ Although,” said Corron, L.J., “ very 
ingenious and learned arguments have been addressed to us to 
shew that the old rule has been superseded and put an end to, if 
is, in my opinion, well established that the rule is still in 
existence.” 

But the fact that the double rule still applies to real estate is 
no ground for introducing the same source of confusion in regard 
to personal estate, and the attempt to do so was repudiated 
by Farwett, J., in Re Bowles (supra). There by a marriage 
settlement, made in 1818, certain stocks and funds were trans- 
ferred to trustees upon trust, after the death of the survivor of 
the husband and wife, for such of the children of the marriage, 
or their issue born in the lifetime of the husband and wife, at 
such ages or times, not being later than twenty-one years from 
the death of the survivor of the husband and wife, as to part of 
the funds, as the wife alone should appoint, and as to the rest, 
as the husband and wife should jointly appoint. By a deed 
made in 1849 all the trust funds were appointed, subject to the 
life interests of the husband and’ wife, in equal third shares in 
trust for each of the three children of the marriage for life, and 
then for their children, born in the lifetime of the husband and 
wife, who should attain twenty-one. There was, consequently, 
under the settlement and the appointment, a limitation to the un- 
born children of unborn persons, confined nevertheless within the 
limits allowed by the rule against perpetuities; just such a 
limitation, indeed, as Lewis had argued to be good in the case 
of real estate, and as the Court of Appeal in Whitby v. Mitchell 
held to be bad. But, as Farwe.t, J., pointed out, the old rule 
was aimed at legal remainders, and it is, therefore, in its nature 
not applicable to personal estate which does not admit 
of such interests. “It is obvious,” he said, after quoting 
the head-note to Whitby v. Mitchell, “that that cannot apply to 
personal estate, because there is no such thing as a le 
remainder in personal estate; nor do I see any reason why the 
rule should now for the first time be applied to personal 
estate when it is protected from any limitations unduly restricting 
alienation by the ordinary rule against perpetuities.” It is 
unlikely that the Legislature will intervene to abrogate the old 
rule with regard to real estate, although it is now unnecessary 
and ite abrogation would simplify the law; but it is thus settled 
that its operation is confined to real estate, and in regard to 
personal estate the conveyancer has to cansider only one rule— 
namely, the modern rule against perpetuities. 








A correspondent of the Times tells the following anecdote of the late 
Mr, Waddy, K.C. He was examining Tom Emmett, the well-known 
Yorkshire professional and umpire, in a case at the Leeds Assizes about ten 


years ago. Emmett gave his answers sotto voce, and Mr. Waddy said, 
“Speak up, Emmett, in the tone in which you ery ‘over’ when a man is 
out.”’ For this soleciom he was tried in solemn form by the Bar Mess, and 





relied solely upon the rule the limits of which were definitely 


fined » dozen of Chummpague and a box of cigars, 
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limitation of a remainder to the unborn child of an unborn person ° 
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Covenants for Quiet Enjoyment. 


Tux usual qualified covenant for quiet enjoyment in a lease—i.¢., 
that the lessee, paying the rent and performing the covenants on 


-his part, shall and may peaceably possess and enjoy the demised 


remises for the term without any interruption or disturbance 

y the lessor, his heirs or assigns, or any other person or persons 
daiming by, from, or under him or them, is commonly inserted 
for the purpose of preventing a more general and unqualified 
obligation being implied by law. It would seem to be the 
better opinion that, in the absence of an express covenant or 
contract in the lease, an obligation of this nature is to be implied 
from the mere relation of landlord and tenant, and that it does 
not depend on the use of the word demise or of any particular 
word in the lease: Budd-Scott v. Daniell (1902, 2 K. B. 351), 
where the law was treated as settled to this effect by 
Bandy v. Cartwright (1 W. R. 415, 8 Ex. 913), and Hall v. 
City of London Brewery Co. (2B. & 8. 737); and the 
dicta to the contrary of Kay, L.J., in Baynes & Co. v. Lloyd 
(44 W. R. 328; 1895, 2 Q. B. 610, 615) were disapproved of. 
And, notwithstanding the recent somewhat hasty decision 
of the Court of Appeal in Jones v. Lavington (ante, p. 
109), we venture to think that the better opinion is that an 
implied covenant for quiet enjoyment extends to all lawful 
interruptions and disturbances by any person or persons whom- 
sever during the term, but not to. acts of trespass of other 
tortious acts by strangers. Whether there has, or has not, been 
a breach of a covenant or undertaking for quiet enjoyment is of 
course largely a question of fact in each case (Budd-Scott v. 
Daniell, supra), but the scope of the covenant is a matter of law, 
and one in which the law has by no means stood still. 

It was thought at one time that in order to constitute a breach 
of such a covenant there must have been interference with the 
title and possession of the land. Thus in Dennett v. Atherton 
(20 W. R. 442, L, R. 7 Q. B, 316, 326), in giving the judgment 
of the Exchequer Chamber, Wits, J., said: ‘‘ Now there can be 
no doubt that a proceeding of the court of chancery or of a 
court of common law, interfering with the title and possession 
of the land, does amount to a breach of the covenant for quiet 
enjoyment, as in case of dower, common, rent, orsuch like... . On 
the other hand, it has long been settled that such a proceeding, 
interfering only with a particular mode of enjoyment of the 
land or part of it, but not with the title or possession, is not a 
breach.” But since Sanderson v. Berwick Corporation (33 W. R. 
67, 18 Q. B. D. 547), which, to borrow an expression of Lord 
Kenyon’s in another case, is the magna charta of the liberal 
construction of the covenant for quiet enjoyment, the 
law, as explained by Writtzs, J., must be considered 
to have been changed, and the present doctrine is that 
laid down by Fry, LJ., in delivering the judgment of 
the Court of Appeal in that case. After referring to 
Witixs, J.’s, statement of the law, Fry, LJ., said: “It 
—_— to us to be in every case a question of fact whether 

@ quiet enjoyment of the land has or has not been interrupted ; 
and where the ordinary and lawful enjoyment of the demised 
land is substantially interfered with by the acts of the lessor, or 
those lawfully claiming under him, the covenant ap to us 
to be broken, although neither the title to the land nor the 
an of the land may be otherwise affected ” (13 Q. B. D., 

. 648), 
tt is interesting to trace the marked effect of the rule 
in Sanderson v. Berwick Corporation on the current of authority. 
In Robinson vy. Kilvert (87 W. R. 545, 41 Oh. D. 88, 96) 
one of the first cases in which it is noticed, Lrvozey, 
LJ., observed that the doctrine was in advance of the 
alder authorities, but said “I accept it,” though he held 

tit was not applicable to the case before the court. In 
Harrison, Ainslie, §° Co. v. Muncaster (40 W. R. 102; 1891, 2 
Q. B. 680, 684-685) Lord Esuex, M.R., emphatically asserted the 
authority of Sanderson v. Berwick Corporation (supra), to the effect 
that the interruption contemplated by the covenant might be 
waly an interference with enjoyment, but found the question of 


against the plaintiffs. In Manchester, Shefield, and 
Inshire Railway Co, vy, Anderson (1898, 2 Ch, 394, 
#01-402), howover, whero it was contended that tem- 








ily impeding the access to the demised premises was a 
reach, Linptgy, M.R., sounded a note of caution, real 4 
that “‘a temporary inconvenience which does not interfere 
the estate or title or ion is not, to my mind, a breach of 
covenant,” and he pointed out that Sanderson’s case (supra) must 
be taken with reference to the facts, which were that water 
was poured on the land demised so as to interfere with the 
enjoyment of the demised Property. ? 

That is the greatest qualification of Sanderson v. Berwick 
Corporation (supra) which is to be found: per Buoxuey, J., in 
Tebb v. Cave (48 W. R. 318; 1900,1 Ch. 642). ebb v. Cave is 
itself a strong decision ; the landlord there built on land of his, 
adjoining the demised premises, in such a manner as to cause the 
lessee’s chimneys to smoke, and Bucxuzy, J., held that that was 
such a physical interference with the enjoyment thereof as to be 
a breach of the covenant for quiet enjoyment. Another case is 
Davies vy. Town Properties Investment Corporation (1902, 2 Ch. 
635), where the interference, as in the last-named case, was 
causing the lessee’s chimneys to smoke, but the defendants were 
the assignees of the reversion expectant upon the lease, and sub- 
sequently bought the site of, and built, the offending premises, 
and it was held by Byryz, J., that they were not liable as for 
breach of the covenant, inasmuch as they had acted in exercise 
of their rights under an independent title acquired subsequently 
to the date of the covenant. His lordship thought that the 
covenant must be construed as at the date of the lease, and that 
the assignees of the reversion could not be held liable for acts 
lawfully done under an independent subsequent title. 

Upon the whole, the authorities since Sanderson v. Berwick Cor- 
poration (supra) have uniformly favoured a liberal construction 
of covenants for quiet enjoyment, free from most of the 
technical restrictions evolved by the older aed evel lawyers. 
The last cases are Jaeger v. Mansions Consoli (Times, 16th 
December, 1902), before Bucxrzy, J., and Harris v. 

(C.A., cited at the end of Bucxuey, J.’s, judgment in the last- 
named case, but not reported). In Jaeger v. Mansions Consoli- 
dated, the plaintiff, who was tenant of a flat, complained of the 
use of other flats in the same building as his for immoral 
purposes, and of interference, in certain res with his use 
of the staircase, and sued the common landlord for breach of 
a covenant for quiet enjoyment in the plaintiff's lease. The 
uestion was whether, assuming the facts were as the plaintiff 
eged, there was an answer in law to his claim, and so far as 
the plaintiff founded a claim for relief on the covenant in respect 
of noise or disagreeable sights or sounds, it was held that it 
could not be supported, but that the all interference with 
his use of the staircase might be a physical interference consti- 
tuting a breach of the covenant, the learned judge being of 
=— that the covenant only applied where there was 
physical interference with the use of the property demised. 
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Comparative Principles of the Laws of England and Scotland, 
Courts and Procedure. By J. W. Bropre-Innss, B.A., LLM., 
Barrister-at-Law. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh; Stevens & 
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Judgments, Conveyancing, Settled Land, Partition, Trustees. Being 
a Tenth Edition of Shelford’s Real Property Statutes. By Titomas 
H. Carson, K.C., and Harotp B. Bowpas, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
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& Haynes. 
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WHITELEY, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & 
Haynes. 


The Yearly County Court Practice, 1903. Founded on Archbold’s 
County Court Practice and Pitt-Lewis’s County Court Practice. By 
G. Pirt-Lewis, K.C., Recorder of Poole, Sir C. ARNOLD WHITE, 
Chief Justice of Madras, and ARCHTBALD READ, B.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. The Chapters on Costs and the Precedents of Costs by Mr. 
Morten TURNER, Registrar of the Watford County Court. In Two 
Volumes. Together with the Rules and Forms. Butterworth & Co. ; 
Shaw & Sons. 


The Student’s Text-Book of Roman Law. By C. NICHOLAS 
BaRHAM, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Bills of Sale Act, 1878, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—I am about to re-register an absolute bill of sale, and I find a 
difficulty in using the form of affidavit in Schedule A to the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878. It winds up with the words “ is still a subsisting 
security.” 

It would appear that they cannot be omitted in view of section 
11 of the Act of 1878, which expressly says the affidavit shall state 
(inter alia) ‘‘that the bill of sale is still a subsisting security.” If 
this affidavit is used, would not the absolute bill of sale be open to 
the remark that it was a mortgage bill of sale, and therefore in the 
wrong form and void? All this trouble is caused by the decision of 
Antoniadi v. Smith (1901, 2 K. B. 589). E. 

Canterbury, Dec. 31. 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. S.J.] 





Solicitor-Advocates in the City of London 
Court. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Are there not several facts which should be borne in mind in 
the consideration of this question which are generally overlooked ? 

(1) Barristers have not exclusive audience, and what is right in the 
case of the barrister in the High Court, should not be wrong in the case 
of the solicitor in the county court, especially when the solicitor is 
responsible to his client. 

(2) Economy is theoretically the dominant note of every statute 
and rule affecting county courts. 

(3) The solicitor-advocate is cheaper, and as he has been appreciated 
and recognized for so long a time, one may fairly assume he is 
satisfactory too. 

(4) That it is really a matter affecting the public, not the profession 
in either branch. 

(5) That solicitors generally in London may safely be trusted to 
employ barristers at trials in metropolitan county courts in all cases 
over £10, as it pays them better to do so than to take the cases them- 
selves. The scale of costs bribes them, in short, to increase the cost of 
litigation, as anyone who cares to peruse the scale can see. 

Now that the question of irregularity is raised, may I ask how is it 
that the Registrar of the City of London Court is a member of the 
bar in face of the statutory qualification of a solicitor ? 

Harvey CLIirTon. 


New Orders, &c. 


Order as to Supreme Court Fees. 


The following Draft Order is published, pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act. 

I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and consent 
of the undersigned Judges of the Supreme Court, and with the 
concurrence of the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury, 
do hereby in pursuance and execution of the powers given by the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875, and all other “powers and 
authorities enabling me in this behalf order and direct in manner 
following as to proceedings before an Official Referee : 








£ sz. d. 

1. On every Reference on entering a case for trial Cee te ae 
2. In London or Middlesex, for every hour or part of an 
hour the referee is occupied, including examination 

of witnesses, if ax : 010 O 


3. On every Reference qnot in London or Middlesex) ... 5 0 0 
And for every hour or part of an hour the referee 


4. On every sitting elsewhere than in London or Middle- £ 5, 4, 
sex, a further fee for every night the referee shall 

be absent from London ... ree. re 1 11 6 
And for his clerk nae ai one o 015 § 

The fee No. 1 shall be due and payable by the party entering the 
case for trial when the order of reference is entered with the Official 
Referee’s Clerk. 

If, and when the case is tried, credit shall be given against the 
hearing fees for the fee No. 1, but in no case shall such fee be repaid, 

All fees shall be payable in advance by the party having the 
conduct of the case from day to day as the case proceeds. 

In any case in which a party may have paid an amount in excess 
of the fees due, the party so paying shall be entitled to the return of 
any amount so paid in excess upon the certificate in writing of the 
Official Receiver indorsed upon his certificate, report, award or order, 
but where there is no such certificate, report, award or order, then 
upon the form provided for that purpose. 


Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor's 
Office, House of Lords, 8. W. 


The Land Transfer Acts. 


The following Draft Order as to Fees is published pursuant to the 
Rules Publication Act :— 
The following provisions shall apply to the fees payable on appli- 





on sale, and the land is already registered or in course of registration 
with a possessory title, but only in a district where registration is 
compulsory on sale. 

1. A portion of the fees prescribed by paragraph D of the Fee 
Order of the 27th of October, 1898, shall, at the request of the appli- 
cant, and unless the Registrar in his discretion determines the 
contrary, be deferred as hereinafter provided. 

2. The following sums shall in any event be paid on the delivery of 
the application, namely :— 

Where the value of the land does 

not exceed £1,000 ie ase toe 
Where the value exceeds £1,000... £2 for the first £1,000, and £1 
for every £1,000, or part of 
£1,000, up to a maximum of 
£33 for over £31,000. 

3. The remainder of the fee shall be noted on the register as 
deferred, and shall be defrayed by the payment, by subsequent 
applicants, 5f additional fees not exceeding double fees on transfers 
for value and charges, until the whole has been paid. 

4. The registered proprietor may at any time, if he wishes, pay off 
wholly, or in part, the amount of the deferred fee for the time being 
remaining unpaid. 

5. Notwithstanding Rule 3 of the Fee Order of the 27th of October, 
1898, the fees of conveyancing counsel and any costs or expenses 
incurred by the registry on the application shall be borne by the 
registry. 

6. As regards cases to which these rules apply, Rule 2 of the Fee 
Order of the 27th of October, 1898, is rescinded, and the following 
rule is substituted for it :— 

(a) Where an application for registration with absolute title is 
wholly refused, the following sums shall be retained by the registry, 
but the remainder of the fees paid shall be returned to the 
applicant :— 





Sums to be 


| 
Value of the Land. 





retained. 

ee | £s. a 
Not exceeding £1,000... hig ie = 1 ess 
Exceeding £1,000, and not exceeding £10,000 | 010 0 
Exceeding £10,000 rts os ois ans al ee 





(b) Where an application for registration with absolute title is 
completed with a qualified title, such abatement (if any) in the fee 
may be made as the Registrar may deem reasonable under the circum- 
stances of the case. 

7. Rule 17 of the Fee Order of the 29th of June, 1899, shall not 
apply to any title against which a deferred fge is noted. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor's 
Office, House of Lords, 8.W. 


Land, England. 
Registration. 
The following Draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act :— 
1. In these Rules the references to ‘ Rules” are to the Land 








is occupied beyond two full days ... se «-. 910 O 


Transfer Rules, 1898, 
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2, These Rules may be cited as the Land Transfer Rules, December, 
1902. Each Rule may be cited separately by the heading thereof with 
reference to the Land Transfer Rules, 1898. 

3. After Rule 72 the two following Rules shall be inserted :— 


Land held for Charitable Uses. 
Rule 72a. 

The person or persons in whom is vested any land for the sale of 
which the consent of the Charity Commissioners is by statute required, 
and (where any land is vested in the Official Trustee of Charity Land) 
the administering trustees of the charity shall for the purposes of 
section 68 of the Act of 1875 be deemed to be trustees of the land 
with a power of sale, and the Charity Commissioners for England 
and Wales shall for the purposes of that section be deemed to be 
persons whose consent is required to the exercise of the power of sale, 
and may consent to an application made under that section accordingly. 
When the land is vested in the administering trustees, they shall on 
an application made with such consent be registered as the first pro- 
prietors of it. When the land is vested in the Official Trustee of 
Charity Lands he shall be registered as the first proprietor of it, 
(1) on the production of a conveyance to him, or (2) on the production 
of an official copy of the order of the court; or an order of the said 
commissioners vesting the land in him, accompanied in either case by 
a conveyance (if any) to the administering trustees. The official 
trustee may also on an application shewing that under some statute 
the land is vested in him, and the production of evidence that the 
requirements of such statute have been complied with, be registered 
as proprietor. In either case a restriction shall be entered in the 
register and in the Land Certificate in Form 10a in the First Schedule 
hereto. 

Rule 72B. 

The Charity Commissioners for England and Wales may, by a 
writing under the hand of their secretary, give a general consent to 
the registration of lands held for charitable uses, or a consent limited 
to certain classes of cases, and upon such terms, as to notices, restric- 
tions, and otherwise, as they may, with concurrence of the registrar, 
think fit. 

Rule 72¢. 

Nothing in Rule 724 and 728 shall apply to land held for charitable 
uses which can be sold without the consent of the Charity Commis- 
sioners. And if the Charity Commissioners, by a writing under the 
hand of their secretary, certify in any case that any land can be sold 
without their consent, such certificate shall be conclusive for the 
purposes of registration. 

4. After Rule 100 the following Rule shall be inserted :— 


Rule 100a. 


The Official Trustee of Charity Lands may be registered as proprietor 
of land (subject to a restriction in Form 10, in the First Schedule 
hereto) on the production of the following evidence, namely 
(1) Where the administering trustees of a charity are registered as 
proprietors of the land, on the production of an official copy 
of an order of the court or an order of the Charity Commissioners 
vesting the land in him. (2) Where the administering trustees are 
not so registered, on the production of a transfer to them, and (a) an 
official copy of an order of the court, or (6) an order of the said 
commissioners vesting the land in him. He may likewise be so 
registered on an application shewing that under some statute the 
land has become vested in him, and the production of evidence that 
the requirements of such statute have been complied with. In all 
cases the application shall be accompanied by the Land Certificate. 

4. In the First Schedule, after Form 10, the following form shall 
be inserted :— 

Form 104A. 

Restriction.—Until further order no disposition is to be registered 

without the consent of the Charity Commissioners. 


Copies may be obtained on application at the Lord Chancellor's 
ves, House of Lords, 8. W. 





Colonial Stock Act, 1990. 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 63.) 
NOTICE. 

The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give 
hotice, pursuant to section 2 of the “ Colonial Stock Act, 1900,” that 
the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the 
ned Stocks registered or tscribed in the United 

om }— 


British Guiana. 


4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1935), 
1923-45). 


8 per cent. Inscribed Stock 


British Honduras, 

The necessary steps to comply with the conditions laid down by the 
Treasury under the Act have been taken by the Government of this 
Colony. 

The. restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section 2, of the 
“Trustee Act, 1893,” apply to Colonial Stocks (see ‘“‘ Colonial Stock 
Act, 1900,” section 2). 

Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, 8.W., December 20, 1902. 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing. 


Statutory Company—Grant of Easement.—A company created 
by special Act of Parliament empowering it to acquire lands 
does not take the lands with the rights of an _ ordinary 
proprietor. In particular it cannot alienate the lands except 
for the purposes of the special Act (unless they are super- 
fluous lands), nor, except for the same purposes, can it grant an 
easement over them. It follows that a grant of an easement by a 
railway company to a landowner whose lands have been severed, such 
grant being in pursuance of the duty of the company under the Rail- 
ways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (incorporated in the special Act) 
to provide accommodation works, is limited to the works as requi 
at the time when the lands are severed. Hence, a landowner, to 
whom the company had granted the right to use a tramway passing 
by a level crossing over the railway, was held to be only entitled to 
use the tramway for the purpose of traffic of a nature existing at the 
date of the grant, and not to enlarge the easement by using it for 
fresh traffic created subsequently.—GREAT WESTERN Rattway Co. 
v. Tarot (C. A., July 28) (1902, 2 Ch. 759). 


Company Law. 


Winding up—Restoring Proof of Debt—Sale of Mortgaged 
Shares.—Section 10 of. the Judicature Act, 1875, applies to adminis- 
trations by the court of the assets of insolvent individuals, and to the 
winding up of insolvent companies, the ‘‘ rules” as to the “‘ respec- 
tive rights of secured and unsecured creditors, and as to debts and 
liabilities proveable,”’ &c., ‘‘as may be in force for the time being 
under the law of bankruptcy with respect to the estates of persons 
adjudged bankrupt.’’ There have been many decisions as to how far 
the rules of bankruptcy are applied by this section to administrations 
and liquidations respectively, and cases as to administrations throw 
some light on winding up, and vice vers@. It is settled law in bank- 
ruptcy that a creditor, whether secured or unsecured, may prove at 
any time during the administration if he does not thereby 
interfere with a prior distribution of the estate among the creditors, 
but that if a time for proving has been limited, he must obtain 
the leave of the court, which may be granted upon conditions. 
This rule applies just as plainly in suits for the inistration of 
insolvent debtors’ estates. When a secured creditor proved in such 
a suit for the whole of his debt, and afterwards, relying on his 
security, withdrew his claim to prove, and the chief clerk filed his 
certificate in which the creditor’s claim was stated to be disallowed, 
the creditor was allowed, eight years afterwards, when his securities 
had turned out to be insufficient, to come in and prove, notwithstanding 
the certificate, on certain conditions imposed by the court. In 
winding up, a time for proving debts or being excluded may be fixed 
by section 107 of the Companies Act, 1862; and by rules 116, 117 of 
1890, lists of proofs, shewing which are admitted and which are 
rejected, have to be filed; but there is no doubt that, even after this 
filing, a creditor may be allowed to come in and prove without 
disturbing prior dividends.—RE McMvurpo, PENFIELD v. McMvuRpo 
(C. A., May 28) (1902, 2 Ch. 684). 

‘““Gonclusive Evidence.”—-In the absence of an explanatory 
context, a statutory provision that something—e.g., a notice—is to be 
“conclusive evidence” of a fact is not the same thing as saying 
that the notice, &c., is to be the exclusive evidence of the fact, and 
therefore other evidence of the fact is admissible. The words “*con- 
clusive evidence ” occur in section 51 of the Companies Act, 1862, and 
in sections 1 and 6 (2) of the Companies Act, 1900.—ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL v. Mayor oF Bournnemours (C. A., July 15) (1902, 2 Ch. 
714). 








A farm labourer near Haverhill, says the Times, at daylight on Saturday 
morning found a body in a pool of blood with a gun near by. The body 
has been identified as that of Mr. Charles Cooper Vincent, solicitor, of 
Haverhill, who was widely known and much respected, ‘The gun was dis- 
charged in one barrel and part of the back of Mr. Vincent's head was 
blewn away. The circumstances point to the affair being an accident. 
} Mr. Vincent, as was his usual custom, had been out early rabbit shooting. 
He leaves a widow and two children. 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Jan. 3, 1903, 





Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvpents’ Desatinc Socrery. — Dec. 16.— Chairman, Mr. W. 


Valentine Ball.—The subject for debate was : 


decided.”’ 
seconded in the affirmative. Mr. H. Mitchell opened in the negative; Mr. 
A. C. Holborow seconded in the negative. 
spoke: Messrs. Hastings Rhodes, Kennard, Arthur F. Clarke, Pleadwell, 
F. W. Sherwood, Hooper, Tillings, and Hugh Rendell. Mr. Eales replied, 


and the chairman having summed up, the motion was carried by the casting 


vote of the chairman. 

Bmaincuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Nov. 27.—Mr. Norris Foster, 
barrister-at-law, presided over a mock breach of promise trial of 
Nestorius Lecturwous Spoutaway v. Amelsa Wantabeau, in which a professor 
of phrenology sued an elderly lady of independent means for £1,000,000 
damages for breach of promise. The judge summed up in favour of the 
defendant, but the jury found that there had been a breach of promise. 
As they thought the plaintiff had not lost anything worth having, how- 
ever, they reduced the damages to three farthings. 


Dec. 12.—Mr. A. H. Coley presiding.—A joint debate took place with 
members of the Bristol Law Students’ Society on the following moot point : 
‘*That the modern system of trusts is prejudicial to the best interests of 
the community.’’ The speakers on the affirmative were Messrs. R. E. C. 
Balsdon (Bristol), E. J. Grey (Birmingham), V. V. Stevens (Bristol), and 
E. A. B. Cox (Birmingham); and on the negative Messrs. W. H. Coley 
(Birmingham), C. A. Chilton (Bristol), H. W. Lyde (Birmingham), and 
J. Ewart Salter (Bristol). The chairman having summed up, the question 
was put to the meeting and a win resulted in favour of the affirmative by a 
majority of three. An adjournment was then made to the Great Western 
Hotel, where the representatives of the Bristol Society were entertained to 
a dinner and a smoking concert. A most enjoyable evening was spent. 

Dec. 16.—The chair was taken by Mr. A. F. Lovatt.—After the transac- 
tion of special business a debate took place on the following moot point: 
** That the decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of Re Wood, Wood v. 
Wood was wrong.’ The speakers for the affirmative were Messrs. W. H. 
Coley, A. J. Berkeley, A. Cotterell, J. H. Round, R. A. Willes, H. W. 
Lyde, and C, A. Elton ; and on the negative Messrs. 8. J. Grey, E. Wood- 
ward, J. V. Lister, G. V. Stubbins, E. A. B. Cox, F. Foulston, and C. 8. 
Bache. After the respective openers had replied, the chairman summed 
up, and the question being put to the meeting, the vote was declared in 
favour of the negative by a majority of two. 


Travers-Smith Scholarship. 


Ata meeting of the Council of the snceuporsted Law Society, held on 
Friday, the 12th of December, 1902, the scholarship of the year 1903 
was, on the recommendation of the trustees of the late Mr. Joseph Travers- 
Smith, awarded to Mr. Benjamin Mason Cook, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who 
served his articles of clerkship with Mr. Richard William Buckland, of the 
firm of Messrs. Vandercom, Doulton, & Buckland, of London. 
By order of the Council, 
3. W. WILLIAMSON, secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, Dec. 12. 








Registration of Title to Land. 


Tue following question was put to the Attorney-General by Mr. Remnant, 
M.P., on the 10th of December, 1902: 

‘* Whether in view of the fact that the system of compulsory registra- 
tion of land titles has been in operation in the County of London since the 
Ist of January, 1899, that the Northamptonshire County Council decided on 
the 23rd of Uctober last not to allow the system to be brought into opera- 
tion in the county of Northampton, and that ata public conference convened 
by the Corporation of the City of London at the Guildhall on the 28th of 
November last it was resolved unanimously that a full and independent 
inquiry was called for, he will consider the advisability of now granting an 
inquiry into the working of the system.”’ 

The Attorney-General’s reply, given in a letter after Parliament had 
risen, is as follows: 

“* 1 think that the facts stated in the earlier part of my honourable and 
learned friend’s question require some qualification. 

**T understand that the system of compulsory registration has been in 
full force in London only since July last. Although the order was made 
in 1899 it was to take effect only by stages. 

“‘ Tam informed that there was no actual decision of the Northamptonshire 
Council adverse to the adoption of the Act, although the motion made by 
the chairman for its adoption was not passed, 

‘*The conference at the Guildhall was summoned, according to my 
information, not by the corporation, but by the Law and City Courts 
Committee. 

“‘ The question of holding an inquiry into the working of the system has 
been fully considered, and the conclusion arrived at that this is nota proper 
time for such an inquiry, especially as the Government are engaged in 
introducing facilities for registering absolute titles. 

“*T would remind my hon. and learned friend that the process of registra- 
tion in the first instance must necessarily be attended with some expense 


‘*That the case of In re 
Lawford and Lawrence, Fx parte The Trustee (1902, 2 K. B. 445) was wrongly 
Mr. J. F. Eales opened in the affirmative; Mr. C. L. Harvey 


The following members also 


and trouble, while some time must elapse before the advantages of » 
assured title are realized.”’ 


_ 


The following is the report of delegates of the Borough of Kensi 
to the conference convened by the City Corporation re Land Transfer Ag. 


23rd December, 1902, 
To the Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of the Royal Borough of 
Kensington. 

Gentlemen,—We have to report that, acting’ under the authority vestgj 
in us by the resolution which you passed on the 25th of November last, yw 
attended the conference convened by the Corporation of the City @ 
London, which was held at the Guildhall on the 28th of November, m 
the subject of the working the Land Transfer Act, 1897. 

The meeting was largely attended, and proved to be of a mos 
representative and influential character, comprising a number of banker, 
representatives of leading building societies, and other persons interest 
in property. 

The exact terms of the resolutions passed are conveyed in the letter from 
the town clerk of the City of London, which will already have been reaj 
to the council. The resolutions, the first of which asserted that a 
independent inquiry into the system of compulsory registration of title was 
imperatively called for, were adopted by a practically unanimous vole 
after many persons well qualified to speak had testified to the fact that 
the official system of compulsory registration of title under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, added greatly to the difficulty, expense, risk, and 
delay of dealing with property. 

This council, as well as their predecessors, the late Vestry of Kensing. 


by those responsible for bringing this Act into operation. The Act was 
passed purely as an experiment, and was to have been tried in one county 
only for three years. Since the trial period which has taken place in the 
County of London expired on the 31st of December last, the council have 
expressed themselves in favour of the inquiry which the city and many 
other influential bodies are asking for, and which for some unavowed and, 
from a public point of view, inexplicable reason the Government has 
hitherto declined to grant. The effect of this recent conference and of the 
action which is being taken in other ‘quarters will, it is hoped, speedily 
convince the Government that the public are in earnest in their request for 
further information, and will not rest satisfied until the system of com- 
pulsory registration is made the subject-matter of a complete investigation, 
in the light of the experience gained, in order that it may be see 
whether the Land Registry Office is able to vindicate itself from the 
adverse and damaging criticism which is on all hands levelled against the 
system.—We are, gentlemen, your obedient servants, 


(Signed) J. 8. Rusrsrer, 
Couneillor. 
, (Signed) Wma. Cuamuers Lerre, 
Town Clerk. 








Obituary. 
Mr. S. D. Waddy, K.C. 


Mr. Waddy, K.C., died on Tuesday. He was a son of the late Rev. 
S. D. Waddy, D.D., a Wesleyan minister, and was educated at Wesley 
College, Sheffield, and graduated B.A. at the London University. After 
leaving Wesley College, Mr. Waddy was articled to Messrs. Pye-Smith 
& Wightman, solicitors, of Sheffield, but was called to the bar in 1858, 
and after attaining a considerable practice, he was made a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1874. He was, at different times, Member of Parliament for Barnstaple, 
Sheffield, Edinburgh, and the Brigg Division of Lincolnshire. He was 
appointed Recorder of Sheffield in 1894, and in 1896 became judge of the 
Cheshire County Court Circuit, and was subsequently transferred to 


Sheffield. 
Mr. D. J. Evans. 


The death is announced of Mr. Daniel John Evans, of Stamford, 
solicitor, at the age of seventy-five years. Mr. Evans was admitted in 
1866, and was a member of the firm of Phillips, Evans, Phillips & Evans, 
of Stamford. He was clerk to the magistrates of St. Martin’s division of 
the Liberty of Peterborough, and was clerk of the peace for the borough 


of Stamford. 
Mr. C. H. Mason. 


Mr. Charles Henry Mason, solicitor, of Euston Station,.and No. 35, 
Parliament-street, Westminster, died on Monday at the age of fifty-one 
years, of pneumonia after influenza. Mr. Mason was admitted in 1873, 
and had for many years been solicitor to the London and North-Westerl 
Railway Co. 








7 
The Home Secretary, in view of the new Licensing Act, has, says the 
Times, written to the Accrington and the Blackburn corporations intimating 
that, owing to the gdditional work thrown upon magistrates’ clerks un 
the Act, he will consider any recommendations the town councils may make 
for an increase of salaries. 


The candidates for the office of City Remembrancer include Sir Thomas 
D. Pile, Bart., ex-Lord Mayor of Dublin; Mr. J. H. Ellis, town clerk 

Plymouth ; Mr. R. W. Prescott, town clerk of Fwham; Mr. H. Stuart 
Sankey, L.C.C., barrister, Recorder of Faversham; Mr. Adrian Pollock, 
solicitor; Mr. A. Romer Macklin, barrister; Mr. Arthur R. Jackson 





solicitor ; and Mr. Kinloch Cooke. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. A. E. G. Corr, solicitor, of 36, Essex-street, Strand, London, and 
at. Wimbledon, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Mr. Cuantes Tupor Trevor, solicitor, of Guisborough, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Justices for the Division of Langbaurgh East, in the North 
Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. Trevor was admitted in 1901. 


Mr. Cuartes James Cooper, solicitor, of the firm of Cooper & Sons, 
solicitors and notaries, Manchester, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths and for the Examination of Witnesses for the Transvaal, the 
Orange River Colony, and Southern Rhodesia. Mr. Cooper has also been 
appointed a Commissioner for Deeds for the State of New York and 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Joserx Hvrst, of the firm of Richards & Hurst, solicitors, of 
Ashton-under-Lyne and 14, Brown-street, Manchester, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Hurst was admitted in 1896. 





Information Required. 


Epwarp Cuapman.—Any person holding a Will or Codicil of the late 
Edward Chapman, Esq., of Wynnestay, Tavistock-road, Croydon, and 
formerly of Sydney, New South Wales, who died on the 23rd of December, 
1902, is requested to communicate with Messrs. Toomer & Child, solicitors, 
of No. 35, Walbrook, London, E.C. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Admissions. 


Mr. A. Synerr, solicitor, of No. 45, Finsbury-pavement, London, has, 
from the Ist of January, 1903, arranged for his two sons, CLARENCE G. 
Syxerr.and Hernert 8S. Syrerr, LL.B. (Lond.), who have been associated 
with him in his practice for some years, to join him in partnership under 
the style or firm of Syrett & Sons. 





General. 


It is stated that the Attorney-General will apply to the Lord Chief 
Justice on the first day of the Hilary sittings to fix a day for the trial-at- 
bar of “‘ Colonel ’? Lynch, M.P., who is committed on a charge of treason. 
It is expected that the date to be arranged will be about the 21st of 
January next. The judges before whom the trial will take place will be 
the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Wills, and Mr. Justice Channell. 


The Circuit Court, Sandusky, Ohio, has, says the 4iany Law Journal, 
decided that the husband is the head of the household. In the case of The 
State v. Green it was ruled that even if the wife does own the property, the 
husband has the right to keep his mother-in-law away from the house, if 
he believes that she is causing trouble, and to use force if necessary. The 


, court also held that the husband has a right to exclude any visitors. 
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The acquittal of Roland B. Molineux upon his second trial, says the 
y Law Journal, and the fair presumption, in accordance with the 
verdict of the jury, that the accused is innocent of the terrible charge which 
for years has hung over him, and has reduced his father to a condition of 
comparative poverty, form an excellent text upon which to sermonize with 
respect to our present-day methods of prosecuting criminal charges. The 
people, as well as the bar, of the state, are seriously considering whether our 
system of conducting such trials is just what it should be, and if it is not, 
what changes should be made therein. The fact has been pointed that the 
elder Molineux, in order to defend the honour of the family name and 
revent the conviction and execution of a presumably innocent man, has 
m compelled to part with the larger portion of the accumulations of 
many years of honest labour. 


Perhaps the year 1902, says the Giode, will be most famous in the annals 
of the legal profession on account of the changes it witnessed in the old 
Inns of Chancery. New-inn having been acquired by the London County 
Couneil for the Holborn-Strand improvement, the Attorney-General, at 
the instance of the Incorporated Law Society, brought an action against 
the principal and ancients with the object of having the inn declared a 

charity.” This action was compromised, with the result that, out of the 
£157,000 paid by the London County Council for the property, £55,000 
Was set aside for the purpose of a scheme of legal education. Clifford’s- 
tu, another of the old Inns of Chancery, was held by the Court of Appeal 
to be a “charity,” and its members have now decided to sell the roperty, 
and to place the proceeds at the disposal of the Astenay -Geneesl for the 
purposes of legal education—the purpose which, of course, the old inn was 
ely intended to serve, Nobody. yet knows what form the scheme 

take, but a fund of about £150,000 from the two inns ought certainly 
to admit of something really useful being done. 
Bh M. Hyman Isaacs, solicitor, of Guildhall-chambers, London, writing 
. the Times on the recent incident at the City of London Court, says: 

When a solicitor, pursuant to instructions from a client to recover unpaid 
Accounts, resorts to the issue of county court summonses, he cannot always 
‘ste those summonses in the ‘ plaintiff's county court,’ because it is not 

possible to depose to ‘a material cause of action’ arising within the 

Hiction of the plaintiff's county court. Consequent on the last- 
Mentioned fact, it may arise that, for the same client, a solicitor issues 





summonses in the county courts of. Southwark, Shoreditch, Bloomsbury, 
Brompton, Wolverhampton, Leeds, and so on, ad —: Following on 
notices of defence, the same date very often is fixed for the hearing of many 
of the summonses. It is obviously impossible for the solicitor to be in 
more than one county court at the same time ; the employment of counsel 
in an uncontested case is a hardship on plaintiff or defendant, and in the 
case of a claim of under £10 is not allowed. The client necessarily cannot 
employ a dozen different solicitors, which would follow from the suggestion 
that, if the case is handed over for the purposes of the trial, it should be 
handed over altogether. The right of audience given to solicitors in county 
courts was surely omens in order eu e gr oy ok excessive 
outlay by litigants. e present expenditure (due for the greater part to 
the court fees) is already Ecencperteaate to the amounts involved and the 
purses of the parties.” 

Writing to the Times on the Lord Chancellor and land registration, Mr. 
George Hime, solicitor, of Liverpool, says: ‘‘ As a member of a profession 
to which I am proud to belong, I welcome the letter from the president of 
the Incorporated Law Society which appeared in your columns of the 10th 
of November. May I be permitted to supplement that letter by calling 
attention to the following words of Mr. Brickdale in his recent report on 
the registry: ‘The department owes not a little to the great assistance 


‘| frequently given by members of the legal —— in conducting business 


in the department’? But is the Lord cellor accurate in stating that 
there is ‘a consensus of the most eminent lawyers for generations’ in 
favour of compulsory registration? I cull the following from some 
observations of Lord St. Leonards (the greatest real property lawyer of the 
nineteenth century). The italics are mine. ‘It has often been under the 
consideration of the Legislature whether there should not be a general 
registry throughout England. ‘This plan would entail a great and 
certain expense on property for a very uncertain benefit. I have often 
directed my attention to the expediency of a general registry; and my 
settled conviction is that it would not be advisable. . . The expense 
of registry is considerable, and if register-offices were once established 
throughout the kingdom, with all the patronage annexed to them, they 
never could be got rid of, however objectionable they might prove, without 
at least the country’s paying a heavy compensation for the loss of the officers 
in possession. If the law made every unregistered deed void, it would be 
as mischievous a law as ever was . . + + These and other reasons, 
after many vain attengte to pass a Bill for establishing a general registry, 
have at length prevailed, and it seems to be wniversaliy admitted that such 
a plan cannot be established. . . The expense of a registry would be 
enormous and would in truth be a new burden on the land.’ Is it not 
rather the fact that there are only two Lord Chancellors who have ever 
vigorously sought to force compulsory registration on the public—viz., the 
late Lord Herschell (a great commercial lawyer) and the present occupant 
of the woolsack?”’ 








For Txroat Inerration anp Coven ‘“ ’s Glycerine Jujubes” 
always prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to 


suffering from cough, soreness, or of thethroat. Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 7h. and 1s. iia. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[{Anvr. 


Waxntxc to Intexprxe House Purcuasers anp Lessrrs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary cages ey independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tele : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316, West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








J o 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—TvEsvay, Dec. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 

Arrican Go.tp Coast, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or q 
their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Lance 

Davis, Finsbury House, st. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gins, solors for liquidator 





Brienron Inrernationat Civs, Lourep—Creditors are req d, on or before Jan 26, to 
send their names the particulars of their debts or claims, toe Victor 

i and John Friend Ward, 59, King st, Brighton 
itors are required, on or before Feb 20, to send 


Bririsn ne Ss See - 
their names dresses, their debts or claims, to Percy Dewe 
Leake, 25, Abchurch In 


Buarum (Wassav) Goup Mixes (Iamrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 31, 
and and the i 


to send their names of their debts or claims, to Walter 
sence EA, ona ury House, st. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gins, solors for 
iquidator 

Carprook Sreei Works (Liurrep)—Petn for winding Dee 18, directed to be 
heard on Jan 13. Johnson & a a pom ts for Burdekin & 
Co, Sheffield, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach & Co, not later 
than 6 0’! in the afternoon of Jan 12 

Cuaries Wituine & Co (Limrrep)—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 11, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, on Jan 5, at 10 o'clock in the forenoon. 
Boote & Co, 18 and 20, Booth st, Manchester, solors for petitioning creditors. Notice of 


pearing taust ranch the ahove-quana aus aon thas © Gaede he afternoon of Jan 4 


ap 
Govp Coast Prosrecrors Syxpicats, Loursp—Creditors are uired, on or before Jan 
o 1a po} . 


$1, to send their names the i of their debts or claims, to 
Pepiter Lapse Davis, Paniery aay st. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gins, solors 
or uidator 


Hace, Howrrr, & Co, Luarep—Petn for wating up, ted Deo 20, directed to 
heard at the County Court, Park st, Croydon, Jan 1 Paddison & Co, 3 and 
Gresham st, solors for ers. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
later than 6 o’clock in of Jan 12 

KAyramantu (Wassav) Goip Mive, an before J 


Walter 
for liquidator 


Bez 


"ae anion oP ake 
or 
Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gdns, 


Ft 


eir names and 
Davis, Finsbury House, 
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New Apanst GouprreLps, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send | Paiuirs, Ayn, t’s Park Jan30 C & E Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, Southwark | 
* their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Lance | Puiivies, JAMES Henry, Poole, Oil Merchant Jan31 Cameron & Co, Old Broad st Ba: 
Davis, Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Mayo & Co, Draper’s gdns, solors for liquidator Price, WittiAm Henry Kiva, Clifton, Bristol, Provision Merchant Jan 31 Gilmom, 
Serwi and Wassavu Gop Synpicate, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Jan Co, Bristol 
31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to | Ravenscrort, ALFrep, Mostyn rd, Brixton Jan 28 C W & H B Taylor Ney 
Walter Lance Davis, Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Mayo & Co, Draper’s gdns, solors London st y 
for liquidator ‘ y aes aria =~ Ayn Priscitza, Teath, nr Camelford, Cornwall Jan 29 George, Port Towa, 
London Gazette,—Fripay, . 26. mmwall : 
. - THackRray, GEORGE, Harewood, Yorks Jan19 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds ABRAHAMS, 
JOIN gfe tage S. dh —— IES. ahaa amen a ae ange es Jan 10 a & Manning, Nottingham ws 
cD IN CHA} . HEEN, GeorGE, Hellingly, Sussex Jan 31 Webster & Styring, Sheffiel (SH, . 
Hespen Briver Corton anp CommerciaL Co, Lantep (1x VoLUNTARY Liquipation)— | Wurrtineton, Jonny, Misson, Notts, Farmer Jan 15 Wood, Doncaster Durban 
tors are required, on before Feb 14, to send their names and addresses and the | WitLmorz, Cuarves, Stockbridge, Hants Jan 31 Willmore, Ampthill, Beds Dec 20 
iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr Cressweller Crabtee, St George's chmbrs, | Wizsox, Caruerive Caarsett, Redeliffe gdns, South Kensington Jan 31 Mumyg fa CMAP At 
ebden Bridge, York. Longbotham & Sons, Hebden Bridge, solors for liquidators Co, Birchin In 20 8 
T. Burton & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 23, directed to be heard | Woop, Emma, Kingston Hill Jan 27 Durham & Co, Arundel st, Strand CHAPLIN, id 
before Buckley, J, on Tuesday, Jan 13. Raphael & Co, Moorgate st, solors for liquidator. Lenten Gassite.0c » Dec. 23 Norwi 
pnd = appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon a a i spans H Ty Martins Ror a , Jan 10 Baty & F Core ambe 
of Jan 1: N, N IpLEY, Hexham, Northum! ni an y & Fi 
Typewriter CapineT axp Dovsie Cueck Titi Syypicate, Limrrep — Creditors are Hexham . 7 i - Facer, THe 
uired, on or before Jan 10, to send their names and address, and particulars of their | APP-EBY, Henry, Dorking, Seedsman Jan 31 _ Simpson, Shipston on Stour Deo 17 
debts or claims, to Frank Alfred Hill, 110, Edmund st, Birmingham. Tyndall & Co, Arxixson, Craris, Leeds, Commission Agent Jan 17 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds Favets, Jo 
irmi , solors for liquidator Baskett, Tuomas Baskerr, Tedd m Feb16 Baskett & Sons, Evershot, Dorchester Dec 8 
Woopvworx Ixpusrrizs, Lomrep.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 3, to send | Bate, THomas, Swansea, Farmer Jan 18 Davies & Ingram, Swansea GaRDxE®, 
ir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter | B&®cH, Joax, Okengates, Salop, Innkeeper Jan 20 Holmes, Dawley, Salop C 
Heroules Short, Bush In House, Cannon st. Barker & Son, Union et, Old Broad st, solors pereen, Sicetee eres, Sie eee Le eee Seen Grays, Bax sy 
or liquidator LAKEY, Jonn, Potternewton, Leeds, Manu urer Jan 1% ond & Co, 
iq Si pice is kehaee. BLUNDELL, ey yee Southport Jan 23 Worden & Ashington, Southport age 1 { 
BrwwGexp Permanent Benerit Buitpine Socrery.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec —- mamas, Lavenpect, Pareto wie bering, ireland Jan a Walker & Haut, Her 
22, directed to be heard at the Town Hall, Cardiff, Jan 15. Stockwood & Williams, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn ‘ : . = Canter! 
solors to petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 | Cary, Emity, Keynsham, Somerset Feb 14 Nalder, Shepton Mallet HALLipAy, 
On clock Sy the afternoon of Jan 14 , ; Z Cuambers, Arruur, Sparkhill, Worcester, Hotel Porter Jan17 Baker & Co, Birmingham Ord De 
~ iP oagilones poner a t Gas Co—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 6, to send | Cospoip, Emity, Ipswich Jan 31 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich a, 
their names anc resses, and the particulars of their claims or debts, to Mr T. J. | Dartinatox, Hexry Czcit, Higher Broughton, Manchester Jan 19 Wood & ‘ 
a, Oxford bldgs, Conway rd, Colwyn Bay. Porter & Amphlett, Colwyn Bay, Manchester Gy Hickson, . 
solicitors “” | Drxoy, Joun Tyson, Middlesbrough, Contractor Jan 31 Robson & Punch Middlesbrough Lines, 
ei RE ey ea Eviis, Hesuy, King’s Cross rd, Solicitor Jan 31 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe pl, Doctor How no J 
4 SDAY, + DU. mmons 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. ¥amane, ELLEN a, bY, Melting 7 ica te Carr, Gt Tower st ee De 
ee ee *RANCE, DorinpA, Stalybridge Jan16 Brooks & Co, Manchester 
Lrurep 1x Cuancery. Gispons, Freperick Wix.14M, South Shore, Blackpool, Grocer Jan 19 Read & Eastwool, Jacksox, I 
Braysnays, Limrrep—Petn for the winding up, presented Dec 22, directed to be heard kburn 
Jan 13. Redfern & Hunt, 13 and 14, Abchurch In, agents for Redfern & Son, Birming- | GopBALL, Cartes WititAm, Ipswich Jan 31 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich Janes, He 
ham, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later | GREEN, Mancaget, Heiferlaw k, nr Alnwick Jan 31 Douglas, Alnwick Pa De 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 12 GREENHILL, Emity, Dalston Feb9 Prall ¢ Co, Rochester Janvis, FR 
Cuarves Sissicx & Co, Limrrepv—Petn for the winding up, presented Dec 23, directed to | Hargis, WILu1aM, Hadley, Salop, Innkeeper Jan 20 Holmes, Dawley, Salop Dee 1 
be heard at the Town Hall, Ryde, Jan 7. Buckell & Drew, Newport, solors foi Hirst, Joun Crostanp, Huddersfield Jan 26 Fisher, Huddersfield Jerenex, \ 
: A yport, solors for the 
Notice of. appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the | Horxsrower, Saran Gowen Daisy, Forest Gate Jan 23 Hulbert & Co, Broad st bldgs, Liverp 
afternoon of Jan 6 Liverpool st JouNsoy, ¢ 
Cuzvexry Syxpicate, Lourep—Creditors are required, or or before March 31, to send | Hunt, Wit11am, Knighton, Leicester Jan 31 J & 8 Harris, Leicester turer 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles | Licutroor, Rev Georce Herpert, Pickering, Yorks Jan 24 Lightfoot, Pickering Joxrs, Jor 
Matthews, 57, New Bond st Mackenziz, Kennetu, Didsbury, nr Manchester, Mining Engineer Feb 6 Stothart & madoc 
Usiimitep 1x CHancerky. uM a rig ag ee at Whi : Kane, a 
Tuomas Prince, or Esor House, Westrizip, Horsury, York, Bui.per i events’ kage res: ag gg Fn a. Op, Lavenmest , E xc, W 
required, on or before Jan 20, to send in their names on discos Sik the tee ama = aoe Wuasau, Amie, Werthepterent, Mathout Master Jen i Ty as = D 
of their debts and claims, to John Arthur Kettle, 5, Tammy Hall st, Wakefield Mepp, M penn Durham Jan31 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne Ksiout, J 
County PaLatine or LANCASTER. MeELLALiev, Exiza, Middleton, Lancs Jan31 Russell & Russell, Bolton ton 1 
Laurrep tx Cuanceuny me” Lucy, Wearne, Huish Episcopi, Somerset Feb 2 Hill & Son, Langport, ia 
eal’ eee somerset Plym\ 
James Tayior, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 24, directed to be heard | Moreay, Launceston, Cornwall Feb1 Collisson & Co, Bedford row — 
before Bradbury, J, at the Court House, Church In, Oldham, on Jan 8, at 10 o’clock. | Parvo, W1t114m Hexsent, Inner Temple, Barrister at Law Feb1 Meredith & Co, New 
Chapman & Brooks, 40, Brazenose st, Manchester, solors for petner. Notice of appearing sq, Lincoln’s inn 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 7 Peters, WiLL1AM Parsons, Bath Feb5 Poole, South Petherton, Somerset 
Puevips, Magia, Sydney st, Middlesex Jan 22 Blount & Co, Albemarle st, Piccadilly 
Rizey, Exizasetu, Royton, Lancs Jan19 Mellor, Oldham 
Rusnworts, Saran Any, Southowram, nr Halifax Jan24 Dey, Halifax 
~ . + SapLer, Witu1AM, Hythe, Southampton Jan 31 _Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
Creditors Notices. en * Maricpa, Montague sq Jan 20 Watkins & Co, Sackville 
y 
2 Suanmay, Cuarces, Parkhurst rd, Bowes Pk, Undertaker Jan 24 Mote & Son, Gmy's 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. Cap. 35+ ae. Te CaLpwELL, M D, Evelyn gardens, South Kensington Feb 14 Greenfield, 
PHEN, GEORGE LDWE . ns, Sou ensington Fe iv 
Last Day or Cram. . & gy am Lancaster pl, Strand ¥ : - 
‘ STEVENSON ok, Ki Tham: 14 March & Co, Kingston on Thames 
London Gasette,—Fxivar, Dec. 19. Srxes, Tuoaas, Thomhill Lees, Yorks, Furniture Deal ' 
’ Es, AS, Ss, 2 Dealer Jan7 Walker, Dewsbury 
Aprierox, Joux, Middlesb h, Grocer Jan $ ae ‘4 dlosbroue Tay_or, Francis, Heaton, Bolton Feb 27 Hulton & Co, Bolton 3 
Bexwett, Cuantes Wii.iam, St John’s Wood Jan31 Young & Co, Hastings Warvenns, Rav Sous Maser, Dove, Mon Jen te Serge & Co, Chepstow, Mag iti 
Bov.itox, Georcr, Eastbourne Jan 31 Boulton & Co Northampton 5K - Workman, Jane, Southampton Jan 25 Goater & Blatch, Southampton wits 
Brassox, Witi1am Pows.1, Ottery St Mary, Devon Jan31 Taylor & Co Strand Years, Joux,L1.D, Chepstow, Mon Jan 15 Morgan & Co, Chepstow Sahres, 
et ane, Milton next Gravesend Jan 31 Mead & Sons, Arundel st, London Gasette.—Frivay, Dec 26. Notices. 
ecadilly circus Brannan, Mary, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 31 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Dvuevacuer, Henny, Eastbourne Feb1 Herbert, Burling at came sod egy tect DP 2 Poe a. ts isquisi 
Epwarpvs, Wi.iiam Hexperr, Linc + ®. i hades, ee Jan 31 Timbrell & meng ace tae gs I hee b Heweneret, King Willow oe = 
Bg he Ay aii Ailes inet Coiiins, Eviza Jane Anne, Balham Jan 23 King, Ipswich “E 
Eaea: N, ERT, \ > »f prey, orls ‘ " my FD a yi: ' 
Fur, Jaxe, Buxton, Derby Jan 19 ‘Shipton, Buxton’ , Sunderlan Cavenem, Euma, Southampton Feb10 Paris & Co, Southampton 
: - ’ onkin, Epwarp ALrort, Newcastle upon Jan 31 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Foster, Ancuisaty Grauam, West Jarrow, Durham Jan 20 Rennoldson, South | Evans, Tuomas Heyry, Birkenhead, Wine Merchant Jan 30 Nicholson, Chester 
Goovuas, Jans, West rd, Clapham pk Jan 17 G & M Goodman, St Helen’s pl Finn, MAT Ey Pacnces, Yelling, Mam Jun 94. Trower & Oo, Now oy, tincaia'e al 
ares —"4 Clapton, Northampton Jan 31 Bower & Co, Bream’s bldgs, Houar, Waasan, Metiow, Das, Sallie : oad Ce oe & Son, High Wycombe A P 
te = . ; " 1 Ww. chester 
Guirrix, Freperics, Birmi Licensed Victualler Jan 31 Re . ~tenacgs neaveeeng Sip rere = 6 
, =e ’ ngham, ynolds & James, | Grezx, Epwix, Gt Crosby, Liverpool March 22 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office, 
4 MI 
Guuiiiver, Axxx, St Leonards on Sea Feb2 Th " Te > . Lancaster pi Leed g Leeds 
Hascock, Frepericx Soarais, Doviaes, Solicitor "Tan 90 Hanevck Oo Devizes pre “4 oo 5 oe Mogg 5a ra & Son, Leadenhall 
Hoiiesoxe, Wittiam Josuvua, Southampton st, Bl bury, Wine Merc See by Bri — ni a. lifax 
Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fieils Pp’ , Bloomsbury, Wine Merchant Jan 19 | Heicuixerox, W1L1L14M, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Wheelwright Jan 24 Dey, Hal 
: p Rae S Sa . Horosiy, Joux Cuances, Trumpington, i Jan 31 Foster, Cambridge “ 
ag ARY | mere gee 7 Jan 31 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon Keane, Hevex Avavsra, Victoria st, Westminster Feb9 Tathams & Pym S rrederiek's aaae 
oxes, Joux Epwaxp, Liangollen, Denbigh, Brewer March 1 Minshall & Co. : 1 Old J : j ; : 
Sn , pl, ewry 
Kixa, C . , ee SORE SF ; : : a KNOWLES, Rosert, Wisborough Green, Sussex Jan7 Smallpeice & Co, Guildford 
Pate Whee tee a — pase PE anf €c ‘0, Birmingham Laixo, Cuantes, Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 31 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Le Mancaant, Frances, Many Isavenna, Gt Berkhampstead ai > ee ¥F & pie ag ye fee es beg) he! “ay Pa i Ballarat, 
Co, Lincoln inn fields eisai, if » Her an arrer ACPHERSON, on JOHN ALEXANDER, ertsey Feb 21 Mitchell & Co, 
Lorrvs, Joux, Kingston upon Hull Jan 23 Hall, Hull iy ae : 31 C ; , THE 
Macrnrnson, Hon jun luandionn Chertuey Feb 21 Mitchell & Co, Ballarat Se Deeg gine fon 8 . Cremmen & Co, Thee 
ictor ‘ia , ’ ‘ / ‘, ¥, Fy " 
Mavex, Hexry, Haslingden, Lancs, Machine Broker Jan 15 Woodcock & Sons Binns, Sor Seok. eT tat & Gondfond Sr maces “—— 
en , é UL, Ann, C ; 

Soon Be ae oP _ P Rica, Col Cuances Canro.ii, Royal Horse Artiller Jan 31 Leach, Lancaster pl Strand “ 
Ksvosvos, Axi, Matpis Bridge, Derby Jaa 0" Ueekeee a Co ea Host, Sauatt, Bumingham “Feb? Harper, Birminghatn who has 
Muers, Avreun ey, Yorks. a # Lo aon va age Hyde Tuomas, Euizasera Axx Commins, St Leonard on Sea Feb 8 MacAndrew, Bush a 
Moxcax, Caruvesxe, Langham Hotel, London Jan 20 Robe one rs E ‘annon st | 

i ape ose 1. F- be! Evans, Aberyst Tuomeson, ANNx, Torquay Jan 30 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
romney hepa ooo ee rag ee Burner Jan 15 Jennings, Bishop Auc Vaeyey, Auyisa Matiupa, Abbots Langley, Hereford Feb3 Broad & Rigguall, Watford 
Recah teedaae "iano tendinas eee Brighouse ; Wacken, Ropert, Keighley, Yorks, Ei Jan 24 Spencer & Co, Keighley 
Liverpool , port, kkeeper Jan 31 HC & A & Reynolds, | Witiisms, Wiuiam, yer Jan31 Lucas & Co, Darlington 
W Yuu, Many, Feb 2 Drawbridge, Scarborough 
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Ler, Josrru, Bradford, Commission Agent Bradford Pet 
Dee 20 Ord Dec 26 
ss osama Taunton Taunton Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Hospemeien, Perera ee ay st, Stock Broker Hi 
Court Pet Sept 10 * 


. 
Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
j 
snnanans, J, Woburn pl High Court Pet July 22 Ord | Watten, Staple Hil, Bristol, Mason Bristol Pet 
H, Gius Hevry, Pelton Fell, Chester-le-Street, | Reap, J, Brighton, | Lavery Stable Manager Brighton Pet 


As 

ke P tor Durhs Pet Dec 20 Dec 6 
=" a a | Ord | Rep, 3 Bing Aandi Neath, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Castur, Aubert, Oxford, Cycle Agent Oxford Ord Dec | 





Aberavon Pet Dec18 Ord Dec i8 
Rees, THomas, ae Carmarthen, Baker Carmarthen 
Pet Dec 19 Dec 19 


| Norwich, Post Office Clerk | 
Ce ee et eg ge Boe irate | Se Atrrep James, Southend on Sea, Merchant 
20 


Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 


NorTHOovER, eh re Acton i A Agent Brentford | 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Dec 


as Se oe Seubeds tadets 
Byrom 


Coney, NaTnan 
Salesman Dec Off Ree, st, 


Coons Wines > ey tintet ek Deva a, — Dee 30 





Jones, 





Cockrent, Harry, Gorleston, Norfolk, Painter and Court Pet Dec 20 Ord 

Plumber Gt Yarmouth Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 } Rossson, Jesse Lee, Horncastle, Lincs, Draper Lincoln 
Facer, Toomas Rarrxes, Leeds, Coal Factor Leeds Pet | Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 

Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 is aici te ome ogy ee. Es Derby, Beerhouse Keeper Derby | 

, Clifto Maida | 7 
Fores, 200i Deo 19 - gant — . Scuo.es, WILLIAM, Feilsworth, Lanes, Electrical Engineer 
Garpyer, CHArLes, Morriston, Giam, Steel Worker | Manchester Pet Dec 19 Ord Dee 19 

Swansea Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 SEAMARK, JoNATHAN, Irthlingborough, Northampton, 
Gupoy, Cuartes, South Bank, Yorks, Grocer Middles- | Butcher Northampton Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 16 

bro ugh Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 | SrowBati, Grorek, sen, Penshaw, Durham, Miner Durham 
GrarTox, AGNES Hasnam, Walsall. Wood, Staffs, Grocer Pet Dee 8 Ord Dec 18 

Walsall Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 16 | Sportna, Berwarp, Crisp st, Poplar, Jeweller High Court 


rpert Ricnarp, Sandwich, Kent, Boot Dealer, | Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 18 
Han He Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 1 | Srewarp, Mg Py E Harpixe, Horsham Brighton | 
HAuLipay, 86, West Hampstead High Court Pet Nov 15 Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 18 
Ord Dev 19 | SuMMER, vl E, Wimbledon Provi - a Dealer King- 
ston, Surrey Pet Oct 29 Ord Dec 1 
THRUSSELL, Wittram, and Ernest td Brown, Manor 
ark, x, ders Pet Dec 19 Ord 


— LaunceLot CHARLES th ana West Acton | 
mtford Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 1 

Spgs Witiiam, ae by Sy, 

ler Lincoln Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 


Saree, 3 at on, Southport, Painter Liverpool Pet Dee 19 | | 


Bets, 


Waaeyer, Frepericx, Freemasons rd, Canning 

utcher High Court Pet Dec 19 Ord Dee 19 

Watnp, WitiiaM, Scarborough, Grocer Scarborough Pet 
Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 


Town, 


ay os Hiv . ore Derby, Lacemaker Derby | 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 1 


Jackson, Henry, Thoraaby on Tees, Guisborough, Carter | | Warsox, Henry, rane, Boot Dealer Lincoln Pet Dec 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 Ord Dec’! 


James, Hevry, Lazonby, Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle | Wars, ALFRED, icten in _ t es Glos, Farmer 
Pet Dec 10° Ord Dec 20 | Banbury Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 

Janvis, Fraxcis Danie, Reading, Builder Reading Pet | | Po Exiza, Nottingham, “ray Nottingham Pet Dec 
Deel Ord Dec 19 Ord Dee 18 


Jererey, WILLIAM AsHwoRTH, Blowiek, Southport, Baker 
Live erpool Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 

Jounsoy, JoserH, Rowley Regis, Staffs, Seater Manufac- 
turer Dudley Pet Dee 19 Ord Dec 1 

Joves, Jouy Hersert, Llanrwst, De nbigh, "Solicitor Port- 
madoe Pet Novy 26 Ord Dec 18 | 

Kaye, Atoyswws Jost, Kempsford gdns, Kensington 

Edmonton | 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 25: 


pe Micnere, Lrorotp Joun Mayners, Godalming, 
Barrister at Law Guildford Pet Sept 27 Ord Noy 22 | 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ABRAH ny Js Woburn pl Jan6at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Dec 19 

Kixcu, Wit1am, Upper Edmonton, Painter 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Kwsicut, James, Northampton, Picture Framer Northamp- 
ton Pet Dec Ord Dec 13 

Lrataiean, WILLIAM oe Mutley, Plymouth, Dairyman 
Plymouth Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 


| maa ER Dewsbury, Chemical Manufacturer 
Dec 31 at 12 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 


Warsow, Rey 
{ ce) 


feammeeats Meson "Sowaie Pontefract, Yorks, Grocer 
tend paren Dec 31 at 3 135, High st, 
12 Off Ree, 199, Wol 
. Builder 
Dee 31 at 11 Off Ree, 6, Athenseum ter, P 
sin Bia Bo Ropeue, Tooting junc Jan 5at 12.30 24, 
bert rd, 
Dec 31 at 11 Off 
P 
Yor! ths Dec 30 at 3 Off Rec, Town 
Hall 


Jan 3 at 11 Off Rec, Bond terr, Waketield 
Dav ae gy and Tuomas Parry Epwarps, Merthyr 
Favets, ig a Clifton —_. Maida Hill Jan 7 at 11 
Bankrw , Carey st 
Futiwoop, Bexsasiy, Sedgley, a Builder Dec 31 at 
\verhampton st. 
Haynarorp, Stpnry Harowp, Barton, Devon 
outh " 
Hass, Epwarp PARTE, Longstock, kbridge, 
py a Dec 30 at 12 Off Rec, 172, 
7 Cer ag 
Railway app, Londoh 
JACKSON, a Guisborough, Carter Jan 7 at 3 Off 
Isaac, Pontypool, Mon, 
We Newport, Mon 
Leat, Wiriam Francis, Fratton, Hants, Provision Mer- 
chant Dec 3lat3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
ortsmouth 
ae JuLius, ae s gdns Jan6at2.30 Bankruptcy 
Mipp.eETow, me and Harry Mipp.etox, Brighouse, 
Smi f 
TS, 
Morean, Joun, Mardy, nr Pontypridd, Repairer Jan 2 at 
3 135, High st, Marth aR 


Napier, — Taunton, Somersct Dec 31 at 2.30 Off 


st, Taunton 
i Ebw arp Ru SSELL, Scarborough, Painter Jan 5 
at 3.45 74, New , Searboro' 
Owens, Frepenick Joux, and Tuomas ANTHONY Prerce, 


rd, Laundry Proprietors Jan 6 at 11 Bank- 
Ot Carey 


Pare, ALTER, Staple Hill, Bristol, Mason Dee 31 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Powk.1, ep Kenwyn, Cornwall Jan5at12 Off Ree, 


Rose, Tuomas, “Heaner, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper Dec 30 
at 12 Off Ree, 47, Pall st. Der 
Ld at 11 Off Ree, 


Suaw, Bravmonrt, Batley, Yorks 
Bank Corporation 
Off Ree, 


chmbrs, ion st, 
oe oe H, Wolverhampton Dee 31 1 at 11 
areas biden On st, Y 5 aa Jeweller Jan 5 at 12 


Brous on 
Bankru 


Tarv SSELL bry age ih A.eert Browy, Manor 
‘ark, ibeex, Builders 


Jan 5atll Bankruptcy 
Carey 


Waanmat Pegorgics, Coming Town, : a Butcher Jan 


6 atl 
Tecan Best De Desler Dee 31 at 11.30 
Ree, 31, tae Lincoln 








THIRD EDITION NOW READY. 





Large. Demy 8vo, pp. lxxii.—1184. Price 25s. net; 


CONCISE PRECEDENTS UNDER THE 


by 


post, 25s. 9d. 


COMPANIES ACTS. 


By F. GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C., assisted by ARTHUR B. CANE, M.A., of the Inner Temple (Editor of Alpe’s 


“Law of Stamp Duties”). 


This work contains numerous Precedents of Memorandums and Articles ; 
writing Letters, Commission Notes, &c.; Forms of Debentures and Trust Deeds ; 
Sahres, &c.; Schemes of Winding up and Reconstruction and Arrangements with Creditors ; 
Notices of Motion and Summons, Pleadings in Actions, Statements of Claim, and many other Forms 


Agreements with Vendors, Promoters, Managers, and others ; Under- 
Forms of Resolutions to alter Articles, increase Capital, subdivide 
Petitions to Reduce Capital, to Wind up, &c. ; 


(688 in all) for various purposes, with Notes and 


Disquisitions ; all the Forms in use under The Companies Act, 1900 ; a Model Prospectus, and a complete Index. 
“Extremely practical, lucid, and accurate, it must be of great assistance to all who are concerned with Company Law and Practice.”"—Law Times, 





Price 3s. 6d. net; by post, 3s. 9d. 


A PRACTICAL GUIDE TO THE LICENSING ACT, 1902, with Notes and Comments, and 


References to and Extracts from previous Licensing and other Statutes. By CHARLES L. ROTHERA, B.A. (Lond.), 


Solicitor and Secretary to the Licensing Laws Information Bureau and City 


Coroner for Nottingham. 


“This Guide brings home the difficulties in a way which all can understand, and we can commend the work with the greatest heartiness as one of the best attempts to anticipate 


the questions which will arise from the 1st January onwards.”"—Licensed Victualler. 





Price 8s. 6d. net; by post, 3s. 9d. 


THE STORY OF THE BANK OF ENGLAND. with « History of the Money Market. By HENRY 


WARREN, Author of “Your Bankers’ Position at a Glance,” and other works dealing with Banks and Bankings. 


“An extremely useful volume. As Mr. Warren writes 
Who have direct dealings with the great financial houses in the City.”"—Public Opinion. 





“Mr. Warren handles his materials with considerable skill, and his narrative is always interesting and instructive.”"—Financial News. 


JORDAN & SONS, LIMITED, 120 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


easily and knows his subject thoroughly, the book can be read with as much interest by the man in the street as by those 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asa, Witu1am Hexry, Pelton Fell, near Chester le Street, 
Brake Proprietor ‘Durham Pet Dee 20. Ord Dec 20 

Branp, Stewart, South Shore, — Cycle Engineer 
Preston Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 18 

Cuaruix, Samve. Frepericx, Norwich, Post Office Clerk 
Norwich Pet Dec 18 Ord Deo 18 

Cocxrett, Harry, Gorleston, Painter Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Corz, Wattee Horace, and Herasrt Hexey Moenpy, 
Ilford, Contractors Chelmsford Pet Nov 21 Ord 
Dec 18 

Cormack, James Dvavin, Cecile. pk, Crouch End, ee 
Merchant High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Dec 

Facer, Tuomas Rarries, Leeds, Carting fonts Leeds 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Feuer, Freprerick Srerues, Soa, Horse Dealer 
High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Dec 1 

Garpver, Cuaries, Morriston, Glam, Steel Worker 
Swansea Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 

Gray, Witi1aM Epcar, New Broad st, ow Promoter 
High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Dee 

Comes, Rosert, jun, Tommaageen Spa, Warwick, 
Florist arwick Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 18 

Ha, hie Ricuarp, Sandwich, cm Boot Dealer 

Pet Dec 18 Ord Dee 1 

Haegisox, Lacyceror Cuaries Wicren, West Acton 
Brentford Pct Dec 19 Ord Dec 

Hatrtox, Joux, Kington, Hereford, Timber Merchant Leo- 


minster Pet Nov il Ord Dee 20 
Hicksos, Ferpexick WiL.iam, lane by Wragby, Lincs, 
Lincoln Pet Dec 20 Dee 20 


Howarp, Jon, Southport, Painter Liverpool Pet Dee 19 
Ord Dee 19 

Hvercuixes, Hxsar, Draycott, Lacemaker Derby Pet Dec 
18 Ord Dee 1 


Jacxsos, Hewzy, Guisborough, Carter Stockton on Tees 

Pet Dee 17 Oni Dee 

Janes, Hexzy, Lazonby, Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle Pet 
Dee 10 Ord Dec 20 

Jerrvery, Wittiam Asuworrts, —— Southport, Baker 


Liverpool Pet Dec 19 Ord = 
Jouxsox, Joseru, Rowley Anchor Manufac- 
Dodley Pet Dec 15 ‘On D Dee 19 
Kixses, Wiiiiam, Upper Edmonton, Painter Edmonton 
Dec17 Ord es: 19 


Pet 
K-sicur, —_ Northam: game Framer Northamp- 
ton 


Dec2 Ord 
Laweerxce, Witt, Neweastle on Tyne, Ladies’ Tailor 
Neweastle on Tyne Pet Oct 17 Ord Dee 15 


Leataiteas, Wittiam Hexzy, Mutley, Plymouth, Dairy- 
man Plymouth Pet Dee 18 Ord Dec 19 

Lez, Josrrn, Beniiest, Commission Agent Bradford Pet 
Dee 2) Ord Dec & 

Mazcerts, Atrzep J srs, Fenchurch st High Court Pet 
Od 2 Ori Decl 

Marsa, ALFEED, Taunton, Somerset Taunton Pet Dec 10 


Dee 20 
Pom Doom, Bristol, Mason Bristol Pet Deci18 Ord 
9 


Rexv, Joux Geraix, Neath, Licensed Victualler Aberavon 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dee 18 

Bers, Tuomas, Ferryside, Carmarthen, Baker Carmarthen 
Pet Dee 19 Ord Dee 19 

Bueixsox, Jesse Laz, Horncastle, Lincs, Draper Lincoln 
Pet Deeiz Ord Dec 17 


Bose, Tuomas, Heanor, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper Derby 
Pet Dee 16 Ori Dee 18 


Scuores, Wizian, Faileworth, Lancs, Mioctateat Engineer 
Mancheter Pet Dec 19 Ord Dee 1 
ae Northampton, 


JOxaTHAS, 


Sramax: Irthlingbor« 
3 Northampton Pet Dee 16 Ord Dee 16 


Sovrewei., Atrerp, Stamford hill, Fruit Salesman High 
Comt Pa Dec& Ori Dee 16 
tam, and Kexesr Atezet Beows, Mano 


Tuxresei., Wii 
Park, Emex, Builders High Court Pet Dec 19 Ord 


Lee 19 
Trcege, Guorce Neiisox, Baxinghall 4 High Court Pet 
Novli Ord Dec 16 


Waesre, Fervrzicx, Yreemawm's ri, Canning Town, 
Betster gg Court Pet Dee 19 Ord Dee 19 


Warren, Wi Searborough, Commercial Traveller 
Sansbapatgls "Pet Dee 2) Ord Dec 2 

Wares, Hexer, Linein, Bot Dealer Lincin Pet Dec 
% Ond Dee 16 

Wee, Aterver Victor, Windsor, Butcher Winder Pet 
Lex 1% on Lee 1 

Woo, Exizs, Nettingham, Greuer Nottingham Pe Dec 
% Oni De is 


London Gattis. —Yuivar, Dee. B. 
EYCEIVING ORDEBS. 


Asormve:, Jouxs Wustsx, Bramhope, Yorks, Farmer 
Pa Dex 22 Ord Dec 22 
Bowsers, Wissen, Maidstone, Innkeeper Maidstone 
4 Dee Z Ont Dee Z 


Cazrw rout, Wisssan Joux, Drditwich, Worceter, Milk- 
mam Woeter PAs Ord Dew 
Came & Co, Groser, Union 4, OA PraeA #, Baullders 
High Cont PAOGA1 Ord Dee Z 
Carwin, ¥exn, Wet. Vrrv ling, Uredtort, Warciouseman 
Bretton Vet Dee 22 Ord Dee 22 
Deere, Airere, Kington 
Kington wpm Hell Pest 
V ssxmrnet, Txvnse, Wigan, 
(nt Dee 22 
Gieswes, Haver, & Thos Worl 
a Ord Lee % 
servers, Jum», Coxkyrt, Greeengred Buxkyort PA 
lee (nd ba DB sos 
| nang Paves, Bia Vreth VA Dee Or De % 
but, Wissen Jeune, Vetem, Rorwich, pte A 
Korwit Ver Deez Ord Dee’ 
Cutt VA Tee 72 


sonrs, domes Gers, Caxilt, Greve 
nt De 
', Vou’, Wi High Count Pa 


m Viel, Provision Dealer 
ya Ord Dee 
Grr Wigan PA Dee 72 


High Court PA Nov B 


Bewwt, (mexvise Upre 
Ror Zi Ct lee 
Leceveris, 4, 


Rewcadtie on T iy Ptrwe 
ve Tyme yao ode pes 


wr *+ => ee Bolton, Draper Bolton Pet Dec 8 
22 
Nosorti, Husert, Sloane st High Court Pet Dec13 Ord 


Patmer, AGNEs, Mineral Aa Manufac- 
turer Birmi et Dec 10 Ord Dec 

Pearce, Davip, Camborne, Cornwall, Outhtter ° Truro 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dee 22 

Scuorretp, Artuur, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 20 Ord 


ec 20 
Scuorietp, Ernest, Headingley, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 20 
rd Dee 20 


Tree, Witsoy, & Co, Bradford av, Red Cross st, meas 
Manufacturers High Court Pet Dec3 Ord Dee 2% 
Wuire, Hexry Artuur, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed Victualler 

Gt Yarmouth Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
Witsox, Frepertck Wituiam, Winshall, Derby, House 
isher Burton on Trent Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Barker, Toomas, Todmorden, Sewing Machine Dealer 
Jan6at3 Off Ree, 14, on nate beheange 

Bett, GrorGe JACKSON, We llingborough, Northampton, 

nd Joiner Jan 1at 11.30 Off Ree, Bridge 
st, Northampton 

Core, Warrer Horace, and Hersert Henry Monpy, 
Iiford, Contractors Jan7at12 Shi Imsford 

Covu_THArD, Tuomas, Ashford, Kent, — 
Room 76, iptcy bldgs, Carey 

Gawpix, ALEC Hveu, Ford, nr Aylesbury, Bucks, Farmer 
Dee 31 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

GREENBILL, JOHN Srev ENS, Wimbledon, Bee Hive Manu- 
facturer Jan 8 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 

ri 

Hawi, Hersert Ricwarp, Sandwich, ne Boot Dealer 
Jan 8 at 9. Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Cante rbury 

Hexstey, Henry Arruur, Reading, Engineer Jan 15 at 
12.30 Queen’s Hotel, 

Hinst, Ciara, Blackpool, Draper Jan6at3.30 Off Rec, 


* Jan 7 at 11 


14, Chapel st, 
a ARD, JOB, re Painter . Jan 8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 
35, Victoria st, Li 1 
James, Hewry, Lasonby. Cumberland, Farmer Jan 7 at 3 
Off Rec, 34, st, Carlisle 
Joxes, Danteu, Porth, “Glam, Labourer Jan 6 at 3 135, 
High st, Merth 
Joxes, Howarp Barker, Cheetham, Manchester, Cycle 
ufacturer Jan 7 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


chester 
JONES, Rosert Lioyp, and Witiram Joun Joyes, Pen- 
wr, Carnarvon, Butchers Jan 5at12.15 Ship 


Hotel, Bangor 
Lez, a Bradford, Commission Agent Jan8at3 Off 
Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Price, ALFRED Epwarp, Cardiff, Florist Jan 9at10 Off 
Ree, 117, St Mary st Cardiff 
Ress, Tuomas, Ferryside, nae me Grocer Jan 2 at 11 
Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Ricumosp, ‘ALFRED James, Cow Crone st, Merchant Jan 2 
ati2 Bankru di 
Roacu, Tuomas pe om ruddlan, * lint, Labourer Jan 
6at3 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate ro w, Chester 
Sr Crare, CHARLes tana Vain, Derby, Baker 
Jan6at12 Off Ree in, 
Srost, Sipxey ALFRED, 0 , Insurance Agent Jan 6 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, “Oldham 
Tuomas, Grorce, Norwood, Horse Dealer Jan 6 at 12.30 
24, Railway app, London Bri: 
, Butcher Jan 6 at 


Vovsey, Wittiam on on 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Wann, Wass, Scarbo Commercial Traveller Jan 
5 at 4.15 74, Newborc ‘tens 
WiL.iams, Yares, Hale, C ire, Insurance Broker Jan 
Manchester 


7 at 2.00 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avaus, Tuouas Hexery, Tenbury, eee, Draper 
Kidderminster Pet Nov17 Ord Dec 1 

Asprrsox, Jouxs Witiiam, paames, Yorks, Farmer 
Leeds Pet Dee 22 Ord Dec 

Bay.iss, Hexey, Southend on Sea, 2» Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov17 Ord Dec 8 

Biecn, Asicx Losaixe, Northchurch, Berkhamptead, 
Herts Aylesbury Pet Nov4 Ord Dec 22 

Poursetos, Wi.sAM, ~\- meee Innkeeper Maidstone 
Pet Dec % Ord Dec 

CAPLAS, Hrway,Newcastleon Tyne, * aomeneaed Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 

Cancyie, Huon, Byker, nk on Sryes, Builder New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 19 

Cazrwniout, Wu Joux, Ombersley, an, Milkman 

Worcester Pet Dec '% Ord Dec 2 

Ceowrurn, Peep, West Bowli: Dradford, Warehouseman 


Bradford Pet Dec 22 On Dee 22 

Dazizn, Arrexp, Ki _ Ye, frowidon Dealer 
Kingst-m upon ag Bs Ord Dee 

Durr, Joux Brvant, y ob Agent 


High Court Pet Oat in, Dec 22 


Bree, Hexny Janes Mowtox, Drayestt, Derby, Farmer 
Derby Pea Novi2 Ord Dee % 

Paseuveer, Tuomas, Wigan, Grocer Wigan Pet Dec 22 
Ord Dee 22 

Gives, Casuiea, Bouth I Fats, Grocer Middles 
borough Pet Dec 9 ad Dew 

Haxvvontn, Joux, Mockport, Gecunquens Btockport Pet 
Dee ®% ‘Ord Vee B 

Jenene, Wittian dauve, Norwich, Gardener Norwich Pet 
Dec Ord Dec B 

Jonvn, Joun Buus, Cartifi, Grocer Cartiff Pet Dec 22 
On8 Dee 2 

Mier, Wissen, Inghtham, Kent, Coal Merchant ‘Tonbridge 


niith 
Wale PA Dec 5 Onl Dec 22 
Owens, ne, Vyawunies Jonn, and Denis Awriony Viener 
pram 


~ rae Laundry Vee High Court Pel 


Pannvs, How sun © ws00 1 MilAreA'nct, Accountant High 


Crt VA 9 Ord Dee w 
Pisucn, Dav ot Any Comwall, Outiitter Truro Pet 
wath « 2 





den: 
Keon, J, Livery ttuthe Manager Urighton 
“ee Sed bows” - 





paras, Joun Sree, Fitzroy sq High Court Pet Ang 
Ord Dee 22 ’ 
easceei L, WiiLtam Jackson, Newcastle on Tyné, Om 
fectioner Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 16 mi Dees 
pone, Seeeee, Armley, Leeds Leeds 
0 


ponascana, Tes Ernest, Headingley, Leeds Leeds Pet Deey 
, sen, ag ai Durham, Ming 


Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 20 
ae pt ed Poplar, Jeweller High Court Pet Noy 
27 


SNOWBALL, 
D 


Tazo, Frank, Clement’sinn, Strand High Court Pe 
Oct'29 Ord Dec 22 

Warts, Rowtanp, Manor Park, Essex, Outfitter High 
Court Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 24 

Wess, Srantey Avaustus, Mincing In, Broker High 
Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Dec 23 

Witson, Freperick WILLIAM, * Vinshill, Derby, Hone 
Furnisher Burton on Trent Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 3 

a, Arruur, and Tuomas Henry HARGRAvEs, 
Luton, StrawHat Manufacturers Luton Pet Dec yw 
Ord ay 22 


London Gazelte.—Turspay, Dec, 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Geire., Henry, West pmeeeeeest, Ship Broker Sunderlang 
Pet Dee 23 ' Ord Dec 23 


Jones, CATHERINE, , Carnarvon, Feria Me. 

chant Bangor Pet 24 Ord Dec 2 

Natuan, Morris, Manchester, Waterproot Maker Man. 
chester Pet Dec 22 Ord Dee 22 

Pemperton, Artuur Epwin, pred on_ Mersey, Electtial 
Engineer Manchester Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 2% 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Brrca, Auicx Loraine, Northchurch, Berkhampsted, Herts 
Jan6at12 1, 8t Aldate’ 8, Oxford 
Bevangson, Wiis, Maidstone, Innkeeper Jan 14 at 11 9, 
st, Maidstone 
CARTWRIGHT, Wixuiam Jonnx, Ombersley, Droitwich, Milk. 
man Jan6atil 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester’ 
Caapiin, SAMUEL FREDERICK, Norwich, Post Office Clek 
Jan 6at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Cry ~% CHARLES FREDERICK Swansea, Schoolmaster Jan? 
12.30 Off Rec, 31, ‘Alexandra rd, 8 Swansea 
Famous, Te THomaAs Wigan, 6 Grocer Jan 15 at 10 Court 
jouse, Cra’ wford st 
HAnprorta, Pas Stockport, ( Jan 6 at 11.90 
Off County chmbrs, ies, art ply Stockport 
HEaruriexp, Ricuarp, Lead 


Jan 8 at 2.30 Bank. 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jackson, G East India av Bookmaker Jan 9 at 2 

Bankruptcy Py Caaey st 

Joice, WILLIAM JAMES, Eaton, Norwich, Gardener Jané 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Kane, ALoysius us Jost, poe again gia Kensington Jan 
8 at 2.30 Carey st 

LocaTre.t, oN Newes ie on Provision Merchant 
Jan 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, osley st, Newcastle on 


Suomen Davin, Camborne, Cornwall, Outfitter Jan 8at12 
Off Rec, Boscawen st, ruro 
Reap, Z. ate. Livery Stable Manager Jan 15 at 100 
vilion bldgs, Seg 
Reep, Jount GETHIN eath, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 7 at 12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Ropinson, CHARLES, le, Cheshire, Farmer Jan Gatll 
Off Ree, County chmbrs, Market il, Stockport 
Trex, Wi.s0n, & Bradford av, Cross st, Blouse 
Manufacturers Jan 7 at 12 ree gj Bam, bldg, ne 
Wuire, Henry Artuvp, Gt Yarmouth 
Jan 6 at1 Off Rec, ’, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

De Micue ve, Leoroip Joun Mayners, Godalming, Surrey, 
Barrister at Law Guildford Pet Sept 27 Ord Dec B 

Guire., Henny, West f Besiiapoel, Shipbroker Sunderland 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 

NAtTHAN,. ey ianoeiar Watergrect Maker Man- 
chester Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 

Wuire Hawes Arruvun, Gt Tue, Licensed Victualler 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 23 








Where difficulty is experienced in 6 dieebie the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct t 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E, 
NEEDS HELP. 


J. @ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


ESSRS. INDERMAUR & THWAITES 
(EAitors of the “ Law Students’ Journal,” &e, ke,), 

22, Chancery-lane, London, W.0., continue to read with 
Btudents, both in Clans anf Privately and through the Poa, 
for the Bolicitorw’ Final and Intermediate Examipations 
and for the Bar ¥inal, Particulars personally or by letter 
have the use of a wt of rooms and the 

sy at 22, Chancery-lane, for wiudy during the day. 
June Honours, 10022. “The John Mackvell Prizeman wass 

Clase pupil, 





—— 





[ AW.- Ro-engagemont Wanted, as Clerk 

4 to Warrister or Bolicitor, by good Conveyaneer 
well educated, literary, 

hi Py Ae soe references; foes m 


v mp eee Writer ; 


m wire read anleoy 2 


ut good addrenn ; 
Liareuatus, 7 


Pet Dea 





THE] 





